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FOREWORD 


The general hospital at its best is a superb insti- 
tution. Lack of uniformity, however, has character- 
ized its development throughout this country. As a 
rule each institution operates as a self-contained 
unit. Its location and essential features are deter- 
mined in great measure by the economic circum- 
stances of its clientele. Various devices have been 
tried under a voluntary system to expand the base 
of hospital support and to relate the activities of 
one institution to those of another within limited 
spheres. Recently there has been much discussion of 
further development and of unification throughout 
broad areas with State and perhaps national finan- 
cial assistance. The introduction of public funds 
properly carries with it the obligation of extending 
service coverage to all political areas that may be 


involved. Such a scheme of financial aid also im- 


poses restrictions on conditions under which funds 


can be expended. 


With the foregoing in mind, the authors have at-. 


tempted to project a plan for an integrated scheme 
of hospitals and related facilities to cover every sec- 
tion of the nation. Certain concepts of service that 
are fairly well accepted by students of the subject 
and by practical hospital administrators are fitted 
into the existing structure of voluntary and public 
hospitals. Supplements to these institutions are sug- 
gested where necessary to bring needed facilities 
within the reach of persons regardless of geographi- 
cal location. The health center is expanded in func- 
tion to serve as a device for relating and amplifying 
the work of hospitals and community health agen- 
cies. Since it is presumed that a large element of 


public financial support will be necessary, existing 


political units having powers of taxation are 


brought into association through the formation of 
service areas and regions. While financial consider- 
ations are omitted from the discussion, in the back- 
ground is the familiar pattern of grants-in-aid for 
equalizing resources among communities and States. 

Admittedly, this monograph is a library product 
evolved from such pertinent social, economic, and 
facilities data as could be obtained through pub- 
lished material. It is neither an expression of policy 
of the organization with which the authors are con- 
nected nor a forecast of what is to come. If the 
funds and the will to proceed on any plan for ex- 
tending hospital service in a comprehensive way 
should eventuate, many adjustments would be in 
order. For those who, now or later, may have ad- 
ministrative responsibilitiés in this broad area of 
social interest, perhaps the monograph may serve 


asa point of departure. 
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HEALTH SERVICE AREAS 


Requirements for General Hospitals 
and Health Centers! 


INTRODUCTION 


There is ample reason for believing that general 
hospitals are destined to become increasingly im- 
portant in the evolution of medical care and health 
service programs. Pending the time when materials 
and labor can be released for construction, it is, 
therefore, highly important that existing plants be 
studied from the standpoints of location, bed capac- 


ity, and broad utility in order that added facilities: 


may complement those already in being. The net 
result of future developments should be to bring 
the workshops necessary in the performance of pre- 
ventive and curative services within easy reach of 
everyone regardless of his economic position or geo- 
graphical location. These units should be placed 
also with a view toward inducing an equable dis- 
tribution of physicians, dentists, and other person- 
nel involved in carrying out a comprehensive 
program of health services. 

In the past, hospitals, for the most part, have been 
established where there seemed some likelihood that 
revenue derived from patients would be sufficient to 
insure their continuation. If the location was well 
chosen, growth usually followed. On the other 
hand, where economic conditions proved adverse, 
the hospital tended to remain static or to discon- 
tinue operations. In other words, the aggregate of 
material wealth rather than of human need, in the 
main, has determined the location and use of hos- 
pitals. Facilities and skills as a rule have pyramided 
in the wealthier and more urban communities; while 
large segments of the population, either because of 
location or insufficient income, receive less hospital- 
ization than they need. Furthermore, hospitals, once 
established, are apt to operate as isolated institu- 
tions without much regard to the existence of simi- 
lar facilities within the community or in the 
surrounding area. As a result of this attempt to 
furnish all types of care in a self-sufficient unit, 


1From the States Relations Division, Bureau of State Services. 
Special recognition is given to Miss Emily K. Hankla and Miss 
Georgie S. Brockett for assistance-in the preparation of this mono- 
graph. 


small hospitals, especially in areas lacking wealth 


and population, are unlikely to be well qualified for ~ 


much of the work that the community requires; 
while in the more populous centers unnecessary du- 
plication of facilities is commonly observed. 

Lack of hospital connection has the effect of de- 
priving many physicians of opportunities for contin- 
uing education afforded by professional association 
in well-conducted clinics and staff meetings; for the 
same reason, they may be denied the use of equip- 
ment other than what they can afford to purchase 
individually. Rural practitioners, especially, have 
been isolated from advances in modern medical sci- 
ence and technology. Rather than become victims 
of this situation, physicians and other medical per- 
sonnel concentrate in centers of wealth and popula- 
tion, thus increasing the maldistribution of medical 
service. 

A creditable beginning has been made toward 
laying the foundation for a public health-organiza- 
tion in keeping with the needs of this country and 
its traditions of’ social service. These departments 
are handicapped now by lack of physical facilities 
suited to their needs and in keeping with the posi- 
tion which they should occupy in public esteem. It 
may be stated conservatively that less than ten per- 
cent of health departments are provided with ac- 
commodations even approaching reasonable stand- 
ards of adequacy. Moreover, physical separation 
between hospitals and health departments tends to 
perpetuate the custom under which preventive and 
curative services, figuratively speaking, operate in 
different worlds rather than in relation to the same 
individuals. 

Under a less complex order than that which is 
evolving in the United States, the traditional de- 
tachment of hospitals from social forces might be 
tolerated, especially if medical sciences also were 
static. In the presence of social and scientific prog- 
ress, the demand for full utilization of all available 
resources in the interest of both individual and com- 
munity health is destined to become irresistible. 
This trend has been recognized for some time by 
forward thinking individuals in the fields of hospi- 
tal and public health administration and by stu- 
dents of health problems.? Both the American 


2 See bibliography. 


‘Hospital Association and the American Public 


Health Association have recognized the need . for 
cooperation between hospitals and public health 
agencies (1), (2). Interest expressed recently by 
the Federal Congress and by several State legisla- 
tures clearly indicates a growing public demand for 
more adequate health services. However, certain 
questions need to be resolved before much of this 
nascent interest can be translated into action. First 
among these is the development of a functional plan 
for the delivery of service. 


A PLAN FOR COORDINATION OF HOSPITALS 
AND HEALTH CENTERS 


Some of the preliminary thinking of the United 
States Public Health Service (3) regarding an in- 
tegrated system of facilities for hospital care and 
health service is exemplified by the diagram in 
figure 1. This chart depicts in schematic fashion a 
coordinated plan whereby health services and facili- 
ties would be integrated through a system of base, 
district, and rural hospitals and health centers. 

In the system the base hospital would have the 
most advanced equipment and specialized staff, as- 
sociated, wherever practicable, with the teaching, 
research, and study opportunities of a medical 
school. This hospital would offer diagnosis and 
treatment to patients with conditions requiring serv- 
ices not available ins most local hospitals. Large, 
well-equipped district hospitals would be strategi- 
cally located within the area served by the base 
hospital and would provide general and specialty 
services beyond the resources of smaller local hos- 
pitals; thus only the more complex cases would have 
to be referred to the base hospital. Other hospitals, 
including those in the more built-up rural areas, 
should be prepared to meet the ordinary demands of 
a community and select for transfer to district and 
base hospitals those cases requiring highly spe- 
cialized care. Finally, there would be health centers 
equipped for diagnosis and treatment of ambulatory 


. patients, as well as for the more traditional health 


department services. Probably a few of these located 
in sparsely populated areas would contain accom- 
modations for limited hospital service. 


COORDINATED HOSPITAL SERVICE PLAN 
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Figure 1—A diagram showing relationships among base, district, and rural hospitals and health centers in a coordinated service plan, 


In most communities and in many neighbor- 
hoods, there is need for a unit that will localize the 
activities of the health department and make avail- 
able to physicians and dentists diagnostic and thera- 
peutic equipment too extensive for them to purchase 
or operate as individual practitioners. This type of 
facility is coming to be known as the health center. 
Preferably, it should be a component part of a hos- 
pital, but where this is not feasible, the health cen- 
ter may be erected as a discrete building nearby. In 
many rural areas, the health center and the outpost 
type of hospital may be combined both physically 
and functionally. 

Establishment of hospitals and health centers 
where they are lacking would supply the physical 
framework for coordination of health activities 
within individual communities. In order that pro- 
fessional and technical workers may have oppor- 
tunities to beeome acquainted with new procedures 
and that patients may have access to appropriate 
diagnostic and therapeutic facilities, an organized 
system linking small hospitals and health centers 
with large hospitals and with teaching and research 
centers is needed. To date this has been accom- 
plished only in small part. 

Local health departments now send a fair pro- 
portion of their specimens to State-owned or sub- 
sidized laboratories for examination. In a few 
areas, the more enterprising physicians and _ local 
hospitals receive similar services from a large hos- 
pital in the same general region. Outside inter- 
pretation of X-ray films and electrocardiograph 
- tracings is even less frequent. Some system should 
be established whereby any physician and hospital 
could refer problems in diagnosis or therapy to 
medical and hospital centers whenever indicated. 
Such an arrangement for consultation on laboratory 
specimens, X-ray. films, or even case histories often 
obviates the necessity for actual transportation of 
patients. Not all such problems would require the 
assistance of large teaching and research centers. 
Most, in fact, can be handled by good medium-sized 
hospitals which are reasonably accessible in distance 
and time. These secondary or district centers, how- 
ever, would occasionally find themselves faced with 
unusual cases on which they would need the help of 
the best equipped and staffed hospital available. 


Hence, a system of primary and subsidiary medical 
centers is suggested. . . 
Making the educational and consultant resources 
of large medical centers accessible to all physicians 
for their continued training after graduation not 
only would equip them to render service superior in 
character to that now possible but also would reduce 
the professional disadvantages of rural areas for 
physician location. Moreover, arrangements by 
which interns might receive part of their training 
in rural hospitals should result in larger propor- 
tions of them becoming interested in rural practice. 
Consultant specialists and university professors at- 
tached to the staffs of the primary centers might 


‘serve the affiliated centers on a scheduled itinerant 


basis for demonstration of newly developed. medical 
procedures and on an advisory basis in unusual cases 
of illness. By developing a group of traveling spe- 
cialists who periodically would visit smaller cities 
and utilize local facilities as teaching units, the edu- 
cational influence of large centers might be extended 
throughout the region. In addition to the day-by- 
day training which would be an intimate part of a 
coordinated scheme, periodic attendance of practic- 
ing physicians at intramural refresher courses 
should be stimulated. What has been said about 
physicians applies to various categories of person- 
nel—dentists, nurses, dietitians, sanitarians, admin- 
istrators, and others in health departments and 
hospitals. Laboratory workers, for example, would 
benefit from authoritative explanations and demon- 
strations of new techniques and materials which 
have come into use since their basic training was 
completed. 


OUTLINES FOR HOSPITAL DISTRICTS 


It is important that a program directed toward 
the wider distribution of any type of health service 
be preceded by an evaluation of existing resources 
and by the identification of areas where deficits 
exist. With this in mind, the authors have at- 
tempted to develop regional and area patterns which 
might be used as a background for evaluating the 
current distribution of facilities and directing the 
placement of additional accommodations. While 
formulated initially as a basis for studying needs in 


the general hospital field, such a framework should 
serve equally well in outlining districts for health 
services of other types or guiding the equable dis- 
tribution of professional personnel, such as physi- 
cians, dentists, and nurses. District and regional 
patterns are portrayed on maps presented in ap- 
pendix A. Tables to accompany each map, showing 
county names, district and regional designations, 
and selected statistics ® for individual counties and 
for the outlined areas follow in appendix B. 


Fundamentally, the pattern for each State was 
evolved through the designation of selected cities as 
hospital centers and the grouping of counties about 
these centers into proposed service districts. The 
districts were then grouped into one or more broad 
regional areas within State boundaries. Although it 
is recognized that hospital service areas are not al- 
ways described by county outlines, districts and 
regions have been made up of combinations of coun- 
ties. This political unit has been taken as the basis 
for computations, perforce because much of the so- 
cial, economic, and political data which underlie the 
study are not available uniformly for lesser subdivi- 
sions. Be that as it may, if in the future any great 
measure of local public revenue is to be used for 
defraying costs of hospital construction or mainte- 
nance of service, the county is apt to enter the pic- 
ture rather prominently since it is the local taxing 
unit for the support of most social programs. 


Outlines of hospital areas reflect groupings which 
might be used as administrative patterns for over- 
all service plans. Within each broad region, a city 
having hospital potentialities of sufficient scope to 
act as an integrating unit for the entire region is 
selected as the primary center. As a rule, these pri- 
mary centers contain several large hospitals and 
represent the greatest concentration of general-care 


3 Basic data were obtained as follows: (a) Population totals for 
counties and land area in square miles from Population, First series, 
U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 
1940; (b) estimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by 
Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid out for goods 
and services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and sur- 
pluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney in- 
come of farm and village residents, for counties and States from 
Sales Management survey of buying power, Sales Management, Vol. 
48, No. 8, April 10, 1941; (c) physician totals by counting all phy- 
sicians listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory ; and (d) hos- 
pital bed totals by tabulating data published for individual general 
and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. (See footnote 4.) 
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facilities existing in any city or town in the region. 
The places selected as hospital centers of other dis- 
tricts within the region are designated as secondary. 
In addition. to serving the ordinary needs of the 
surrounding territories they also represent ties be- 
tween distant local communities and the primary 
center. 


The resulting maps naturally do not reflect details 
of administrative relationship between individual 
hospitals which are implied in the design for a coor- 
dinated hospital plan shown in figure 1. Such affili- 
ations would have to be worked out within cities and 
towns generously supplied with hospitals as well as 
between institutions distantly separated. Even the 
location of base, district, and rural hospitals and 
health centers can not be determined without a de- 
tailed study and evaluation of existing facilities. 


An outline of procedures followed in developing 
the district and area patterns for the several States 
is presented in the following pages. 


The first step in developing regional and district 
patterns consisted in identifying on large-scale 
State maps the locations of all cities and villages 
containing hospitals.‘ The number of beds in gen- 
eral and special hospitals and symbols, indicating 
acceptance of one or more of these institutions for 
nurse, intern, or resident training, or approval by 
the American College of Surgeons, were entered in 
appropriate positions. Places with hospitals were 
thus described on maps in terms of the facilities 
located therein. 


Once the hospital data had been summarized on a 
State map, certain cities and towns were designated 
as possible centers for local districts. According to 
standards adopted for purposes of the study, cities 
containing 250 or more general hospital beds some 


* Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defin- 
ing service districts and regions within each State were obtained 
by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special 
hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical Association, Vol. 
121, No. 18, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied 
special category are all general hospitals plus those rendering special- 
ized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, 
industrial, isolation, eye-ear-nose-throat, orthopedic, children’s, con- 
valescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited 
types of care. General hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facili- 
ties operated on a local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are 
excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis 
hospitals and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institu- 
tions. 
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of which are located in a hospital approved by the | 


American College of Surgeons were considered 
qualified to be selected as primary centers. Cities or 


‘towns with from 100 to 249 beds were designated as 


possible secondary centers. Because many areas are 
somewhat removed from any such primary or sec- 
ondary centers within the same State, other places 
containing at least 50 beds were suggested as eligible 
“proposed-secondary” centers on the assumption 
that the facilities might be increased and upgraded 
later to meet the criteria for secondary centers. 
After hospital accommodations had been re- 
viewed, counties were classified as possible nucleuses 
for primary, secondary, or proposed-secondary dis- 
tricts according to the types of centers which they 
contained. In some areas, several adjoining counties 
had cities or town qualified as hospital centers by 
the definitions used. Where such a choice was pos- 
sible, the city or town with the greatest number of 
general hospital beds was designated the center; and 
the county in which it was located, the nucleus for 
a district. The nucleus and counties adjacent thereto 
were then tentatively outlined as a local district. 
This grouping included all surrounding counties un- 
less one was needed as a nucleus for a new district 
made up of outlying counties with lower ranking or 


“no qualified centers. After primary, secondary, and 


proposed-secondary districts had been outlined, 
there remained counties which neither contained 
places with as many as 50 beds nor touched others 
with such facilities. Single counties of this descrip- 
tion were attached to the most accessible local dis- 
tricts, but when two or more of these counties were 
contiguous, they were grouped into an isolated dis- 
trict. Possible centers for such isolated districts 


were designated somewhat arbitrarily by selecting: 


from the most populous towns or cities the one 
which seemed to offer the best location for the main 
hospital. 

When local districts had been tentatively charted, 
broad regions, each consisting of a primary district 
and usually one or more secondary, proposed-sec- 
ondary, or isolated districts, were outlined. The 
number of regions was limited by the number of 
cities or towns qualified to serve as primary centers, 
except that at least one region was set up in each 
State. In several States, the possible primary cen- 


ters were so numerous that their designation as such 
would have resulted in many small regions. Under 
such circumstances, only the places were retained 
which, on the basis of location, number of beds, 
approvals, hospital distribution over the State, and 
the composition of broad trade areas, seemed most 
logical to serve major sections of the State. Those 
which otherwise would have qualified were desig- 
nated as secondary or were included within districts 
having other cities as centers. 

Because of their proximity to places equipped 
with greater numbers of hospital beds, a few cities 
containing important medical schools are not among 
the designated primary centers. In this connection, 
it should be remembered that the principal criterion 
by which centers were selected was the count of gen- 
eral hospital beds. Location in a secondary service 
district, however, does not preclude teaching insti- 
tutions from having outstanding positions in the 
educational program. 

On the basis of hospital distribution alone, there 
were many instances where more than one or even 
several alternatives could have been followed in 
grouping counties into districts and districts into 
broad regions. Frequently, the hospital data did not 
provide criteria which permitted a meaningful dis- 
crimination between two or more such patterns, 
particularly in reference to regional outlines. There- 
fore, retail trade practices as portrayed by commer- 
cial trade area maps® were reviewed as a basis for 
final decisions. From information provided by these 
sources, it was possible to effect for many district 
and regional areas boundaries which are apparently 
more realistic than would have been attained other- 
wise. 


NUMBER AND GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS 
OF DISTRICTS 


The design of districts and regions, as determined 
on the basis of the procedures outlined above, com- 
bines the three-thousand-odd counties into 760 dis- 
tricts making up 126 regional areas within State 


5Trading area map of the United States published by Rand 
McNally and Company, Chicago; trading area maps for geographic 
divisions of the United States from Sales Management, Vol. 48, No. 
8, (April 10, 1941); and Cleartype county-town trading area and 
trading center maps for the individual States published by Ameri- 
ean Map Company, New York. 
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boundaries (table 1). Besides the 126 primary dis- 


tricts, there are 293 secondary, 235 proposed-second- 
ary, and 106 isolated districts. A region of average 
composition thus contains approximately 6 districts 
distributed as follows: 1 primary, 2 secondary, 2 pro- 
posed-secondary, and 1 isolated. The local districts 
have on the average 4 counties each, a total popula- 
tion of 173,000, a land area of 4,000 square miles, and 
buying incomes of approximately $97,580,000 per 
year. The mean number of hospital beds is 610; of 
Physicians, 230. On the whole the districts classified 
as primary are more populous, wealthier, and better 
supplied with both physicians and hospital beds 
than the others. Comparison of arithmetic means 
for primary districts and for all districts shows that 
the population is over 3 times as great; total buying 
income, reflecting both population and per-capita- 
income differences, is more than 3.5 times as large; 
and physicians and hospital beds are about 4 times 
as numerous in the typical primary as in the average 
district. Each one of the factors that have been dis- 
cussed—population, buying income, hospital beds, 
and physicians—exists in lesser degree as the classi- 
fication of districts changes from primary to sec- 
ondary, from secondary to proposed-secondary, and 
from proposed-secondary to isolated. Furthermore, 


calculations showing relationships indicate that per 
capita income, population per square mile, and the 
ratios of hospital beds or physicians to population 
all decrease as the rank of the district decreases, 
while the percentage of the population which lives 
in rural communities increases. There is not a cor- 
responding difference in the average land area for 
districts of the various types. 


More specifically, the average population in a. 


primary district is 539,991, in contrast to 138,339 in 
secondary, 74,050 in proposed-secondary, and 53,728 
in isolated districts. The mean number of persons 
per square mile decreases similarly: from 112 to 13; 
and the percentage in urban communities, from 75 
to 14. Although per capita income does not decline 
in the lower ranking—and less populous—districts 
at as rapid a rate as does total income, the average 
is $681 in primary in contrast to $269 for each per- 
son in the isolated areas. From 166 per 100,000 in 
primary, the mean number of physicians drops to 
108 in secondary, 81 in proposed-secondary, and 74 
in isolated districts. Particularly significant are the 
proportionate differences in hospital beds. Those in 
general and special hospitals average 4.6 per 1,000 
population in primary, 3.0 in secondary, 1.6 in pro- 
posed-secondary, and 0.8 in isolated districts. 


TABLE 1.—Number of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated hospital districts and identifying characteristics 


Type of districts |Number districts Counties 


Number|Average 


population| Percent | per square 
per district} urban i 


: General and allied 
Per Physicians} — special hospital 

capita |per 100,000 beds (1942)3 

income | population 

(1940)! | (1940) 


Population 


mile 
(1940) 
Per 1,000 

Number {population 


—_— | | | |X | EE 


$563 463,330 


2) iSite ise iene 760 3,070 | 4.0 | 173,249 3.52 
Primary....--.---- 126 653 | 5.2 | 539,991 681 310,422 | 4.56 
Secondary__.------ 293 1,089 | 3.7 | 138,339 510 120,684 | 2.98 
Proposed-Sec._-- - -- 235 867 3.7 74,050 321 27,514 1.58 
Peis Accs 106 461 | 4.4 53,728 269 4,710 | 0.83 


1 Average per capita income based on effective buying income, esti- 
mated for counties and presented in “Sales Management Survey of 
Buying Power.” Sales Management, Vol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. 

2Tabulations based on data obtained from the American Medical 
Directory, sixteenth edition, 1940, American Medical Association, 
Chicago. © 
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3’ Tabulations based upon data for beds in general and allied spe- 
cial hospitals as published in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. Beds in Federal hos- 
pitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are included ; how- 
ever, all other beds in Federal hospitals and all beds in mental and 
tuberculosis hospitals are excluded. 


ESTIMATES OF NEEDED BEDS 


For purposes of calculating future bed require- 
ments in non-Federal general hospitals, 4.5 beds per 
1,000 population has been taken to represent a rea- 
sonable standard of adequacy. In arriving at this 
figure certain assumptions are made: 

1. These beds would accommodate all persons, other than 
those suffering from tuberculosis or mental disorders, requir- 
ing hospitalization. 

2. All factors which tend to limit the amount of hospitali- 
zation, such as distance, insufficient accommodations, inability 
to pay for service, and unwillingness to enter hospitals, would 
be removed or reduced to an appreciable minimum. 

“3. The scheme of administration would be such as to main- 
tain an average annual utilization of all beds equivalent to 
not less than 80 percent of capacity. 

The figure of 4.5 beds per 1,000 population ad- 
mittedly is a compromise between a theoretical ideal 
and a practical achievement. The aggregate of beds, 
628,000, attained by adding estimated deficits to the 
existing number of beds, if used at 80 percent of 
capacity would make available 1.4 days of care an- 
nually per person on the basis of the 1940 popula- 
tion. Actually during 1942 the civilian population 
of the continental United States obtained in non- 
Federal general and allied special hospitals care 
equivalent to 0.92 days per person. This was ac- 
complished in about 465,000 beds, entailing an aver- 
age utilization of 72 percent. It was accomplished 
also despite serious inadequacies of hospital accom- 
modations in many States, and absence of compre- 
hensive measures for removing the economic barri- 
ers which now limit hospitalization especially for 
low-income groups. These national averages mask 
wide differences, even among such broad areas as 
States. For example, in an urban State like Massa- 


chusetts with 5.5 beds per 1,000 population the 


number of days of care were 1.4 per person per 
annum, while in Mississippi, a predominantly rural 
State, the corresponding figures are 1.6 beds, and 0.3 
days of care, respectively. When consideration is 
limited to the four contiguous States of Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and New York, 
which together account for nearly one-sixth of the 
population in the United States, the actual days of 
care per person in general and allied special hospi- 
tals in 1942 averaged 1.335. This is actual experi- 
ence—with financial barriers, lack of appreciation 
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of hospital service, and insufficient local facilities 
still operating. In comparison, a ratio of 4.5 beds 
per 1,000 population at 80 percent occupancy would 
provide only 1.314 days of care annually per person. 

In estimating bed requirements for the types of 
hospitals under consideration, authorities ° arrive at 
ratios as high as 8.25 beds per 1,000 population. For 
several reasons, the authors of this paper feel justi- 


fied in using a basis of estimate which is somewhat 


below these theoretically desirable ratios: First, a 
coordinated scheme of operation in any program of 
hospital development should even out wide varia- 
tions in use of existing hospitals; and second, it 
would seem that by first bringing up ratios of beds 
available for all areas to a reasonable standard, pos- 
sible excess construction in favored communities 
may be averted. 

In these calculations, 4.5 general hospital beds are 
assigned to each 1,000 of the population. It is not 
suggested, however, that all of these beds be located 
in the districts where the people reside. Experience 
has shown that better medical service can be pro- 
vided by concentrating highly specialized facilities 
and professional skills in the limited number of 
places which might reasonably be considered as 
medical centers. Facilities of primary centers are 


® Mills and Sanford (4) in their recent estimate of civilian hos- 
pital needs for the decade following the war base their calculations 
on a ratio of 4.5 beds in general and allied special hospitals for each 
1,000 of the population. They call attention to the fact that this 
does not include allowance for additional beds, needed in convalescent 
and chronic disease hospitals, estimated at 0.75 and 2.0, respec- 
tively. If these are included, the over-all estimate for hospital beds 
exclusive of those for mental and tuberculosis hospitals would be 
7.25 per thousand population. The Study Committee in their report 
on the Hospital Survey for New York (5) used the rate 4.5 beds per 
1,000 persons. This ratio excluded, however, hospitals for com- 
municable disease, eye-ear-nose-and-throat, and allowince for care 
of chronic disease and convalescence. Hmerson (6) has estimated 
the number of hospital beds for general care, communicable and 
chronic disease, and convalescence required by a city of 100,000 
population to be 8.25 per 1,000. The Interdepartmental Committee 
to Coordinate Health and Welfare Activities (7) recgmmended the 
construction of enough general hospital beds to bring all State 
averages up to the level of 4.5 beds per 1,000 population. Munger, 
Southmayd, and others (8), as early as 1927 in a report of the Com- 
mittee on County Hospitals before the American Hospital Associa- 
tion, based their estimate on 5 beds per 1,000 population. Other 
estimates fall considerably below the foregoing figures, but they are 
generally based upon the demand for service which may be expected 
under the limitations and restrictions which prevail in the com- 
munity. 

Lee and Jones (9) on the basis of strictly medical factors esti- 
mated that 4.62 beds in general hospitals are needed per 1,000 
population. They pointed out, however, that no allowance was made 
in these estimates to provide for convalescent homes or for the care 
of the chronically ill patient who can not be cared for at home. 
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PROPOSED LOGATION OF BEDS TO SERVE RESIDENTS OF 
LOCAL DISTRICTS OF DIFFERENT TYPES 


WITHIN A REGION 


Primary districts — 4.5 beds per 1,000 population, 
all located within the district 


Secondary and proposed- 4.5 beds per 1,000 population, 

secondary districts ~ of which O.5 are to be located 
in the primary center ‘and 40 
in the local district 


\solated districts — 45 beds per 1000 population, © 
of which 0.5 are to be allo- 
cated to the primary center, 

15 divided equally among adja- 
cent secondary, proposed-secon- 
dary, and/or primary centers, 
and 2.5 located in the local 

district 


I'igure 2—Maps depicting local district grouping 
basie 4.5 general hospital beds per 1,000 provided 
centers situated in other local districts. 
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s of counties in a broad region and the proposed transfer from the 
for residents of isolated und secondary areas to more complete hospital 


_—-.- 
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es required not alone to serve cases of all types among 


their own populations but also to diagnose and 
sometimes to treat patients with unusual conditions 
referred from surrounding areas. For this purpose, 
according to the formula used herein, primary dis- 
tricts would have in addition to their basic 4.5 beds, 
0.5 of a bed for each 1,000 persons residing in other 
districts of the same broad region (fig. 2). Perhaps 
it is desirable to point out that only when the popu- 
lation of all other districts within the region equals 
that of the primary would the combined ratio be 


- equivalent to 5.0 per thousand based on the popula- 


tion of the primary area. Usually, the population 
of the surrounding territory would be sufficiently 
numerous to produce a ratio of more than 5.0. In 
each secondary or proposed-secondary district, the 
estimated number of beds needed is again based 
upon a standard of 4.5 beds per 1,000 population, 
but of this total it is assumed that 0.5 per 1,000 will 
be located in the primary center. Thus, 4.0 beds are 
assured for the care of resident population not re- 
quiring the unusual skills represented in the pri- 
mary center. On the other hand, secondary as well 
as primary hospital centers will attract patients 
from the outlying areas. For this reason, 1.5 beds per 
1,000 based upon the population of isolated districts 
has been allotted to, and divided equally among, 
the centers of adjacent higher ranking districts. 
The resulting accretions of beds usually do not ma- 
terially increase the ratios in districts where they 
are added, because, as a rule, the number of persons 
residing in isolated areas is small in comparison 
with the population in districts of other types. Iso- 
lated districts are thus left with 2.5 beds per 1,000 
population for services within the skills generally 
provided by the medical profession. As already indi- 
cated, 2.0 beds for each 1,000 residents of these 
districts have been allotted to the primary and 
secondary centers which serve the remote areas in 
question. 

In order that general hospital beds may be avail- 


able according to the ratios described in preceding | 


paragraphs, provision of 165,000 new beds is neces- 
sary. The number which would be required in each 
of the suggested hospital service districts is shown 
in appendix C.7 More than 56,600 of these new beds 
would be-needed in primary, about 51,800 in sec- 


\ 
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ondary, 46,400 in proposed-secondary, and 9,800 in 
isolated districts. Since in the calculation of deficits 
one of the basic assumptions was a supplementary 
allotment of beds to primary centers in order to 
provide for highly specialized diagnostic and thera- 
peutic procedures, it is to be expected that many of 
the primary areas would need new beds to meet the 
standard adopted. The mean deficit as computed 
is 450 for primary, 177 for secondary, 198 for 
proposed-secondary, and 92 for isolated districts. 
Proportionate to the present number of beds, how- 
ever, which average 2,464, 412, 117, and 44, respec- 
tively, in the four types of Sistrived the pobbet of 


“new beds needed is relatively ertindl i in the primary 


than in the others. Meeting the estimated construc- 
tion needs in primary districts would be equivalent 
to increasing existing facilities by about one-fifth, 
whereas in secondary districts the increase would be 
nearly one-half. In proposed-secondary and in iso- 
lated districts, the number of new beds required is 
on the average almost twice as great as the number 
now existing. It should be remembered in this con- 
nection that the computation of deficits was based 
upon a formula according to which the minimum 
number of beds actually assigned to isolated dis- 
tricts was only 2.5 per 1,000 population, the other 
2.0 beds per- 1,000 having been allotted among pri- 
mary and secondary centers to provide residents of 
the isolated districts with services requiring highly 
specialized facilities and skills. 


EFFECT OF STATE BOUNDARIES UPON 
ESTIMATES 


Estimates of bed requirements would be altered 
in certain localities if the definition of service area 
outlines were not limited by State boundaries. In 
instances where large trade centers are situated near 
State borders, persons from neighboring States avail 
themselves of hospital and other facilities and serv- 
ices which these cities afford. Maps, depicting the 
areas surrounding several outstanding cities of this 


7The estimates of deficits presented in appendix table C were 
based upon hospital beds reported early in 1943 and upon the popu- 
lation distribution of 1940. (See footnote 3.) Their applicability. to 
individual districts at a later time will naturally depend upon 
changes which may have occurred in both population and hospital 
bed totals during the interval. 


character, were reviewed to estimate the changes in 
bed deficits that would result if trade area lines were 
given precedence over State boundaries in determin- 
ing the composition of the adjacent health service 
areas. 

Memphis, located as it is in southwestern Ten- 
nessee and serving also portions of both Arkansas 
and Mississippi, offers an excellent example of this 
type of situation (fig. 3). Undoubtedly, persons 
from both Arkansas and Mississippi are hospitalized 
in Memphis. When this area is reconstructed with- 
out regard to State boundaries, the deficit for Ten- 
nessee is changed from 7,343 to 7,608 beds, an in- 
crease of 265 in the number of new beds needed in | 
that State. On the other hand, deficits for Arkansas 
and Mississippi are reduced by 45 and 377 beds, 
respectively. Thus, by making Memphis an inter- 
state center about 100 beds would be saved in the 
national estimate of beds needed. -Similar calcula- 
tions were made for Maryland, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. Such an adjustment reduces 
the deficits-for Maryland by 350 beds and for Vir- 
ginia by 5 beds. The District of Columbia, however, 
would need no additional beds because of the large 
number already located therein. In all, there are 
some 12 to 15 regions where considerable crossing 
of State lines in quest of medical service of one type 
or another is likely. Whether or not a hospital con- 
struction and service plan can be developed without 
regard to such boundaries will depend very largely 
on the scheme of administration and financial sup- 
port. Since prevailing opinion favors State super- 
vision under a limited scheme of Federal aid, the — 
natural tendency will be for States to become self- 
contained units with respect to care for illness. 


HEALTH CENTERS 


Health centers must of necessity be considered in 
connection with any coordinated system of hospital 
development, although they have many physical and 
functional requirements of their own. Under a com- 
prehensive program, the objectives of health centers 
are to integrate and localize selected health activi- 
ties and relate the needs of people served with the 
resources of the broad surrounding area. The health 
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Ficure 3—A suggested hospital service region, centered at Memphis, Tenn., extending across State lines, and based upon existing hospital facilities. 


center concept, therefore, embraces a variety of pur- 
poses, which, in general, are those apart from the 
requirements of patients actually hospitalized. In- 
cluded, however, are general medical service for 


ambulatory patients and preventive health services. 


The health center would furnish accommodations 
and facilities for all agencies concerned with com- 
munity-wide health services. In certain localities, 
it might also be used to afford office space to 
private physicians and dentists so that they may 
be in close proximity to the services and facilities of 
both the hospital and the health center; thus they 
could be relieved of the necessity of procuring 
equipment for which they have only limited use. 


8 


The facilities and services contemplated for a health 
center necessarily vary with the size and character 
of the community. They will also be influenced by 
the extent of the local need for an additional device 
to relate public health with medical, dental, nursing, 
and hospital services. Broadly speaking the func- 
tions of a health center may be discharged through 
a number of operating units so long as the service 
is unified through an appropriate coordinating 
mechanism. 

Insofar as circumstances permit, health center 
facilities should be incorporated in the physical 
plant of community hospitals. If the scheme of 
hospital development has already been established, 


health centers may take the form of separate build- 
ings. For especially isolated areas, where full-scale 
hospital construction is not feasible, the health 
center is the appropriate nucleus for the develop- 
ment of limited in-patient service. Such service 
should be operated in close association with a com- 
plete hospital, even though the latter may be located 
at considerable distance. At the same time, rural 
centers should relate the functions of all local health 
agencies with those in other areas. Before health 
centers can be spotted, local studies of need must be 
made, particularly since the type of construction 
will be influenced very materially by the scheme of. 
hospital development into which all units are to 


be fitted. Some insight into the scope of the prob- 
lem can be obtained, however, by a rough allocation 
of facilities according to population groups. 

Estimates presented in appendix D are based 
upon the assumption that each city of 100,000 popu- 
lation or over requires a large center from which 
the program as a whole can be administered and 
one additional neighborhood service unit for each 
100,000 population. Likewise, a city in the popula- 
tion range of from 25,000 te 100,000 needs a smaller 
administrative center and one neighborhood service 
unit. A combination administrative and service unit 
is provided for an urban community in the 5,000 to 
25,000 population class, while a similar type of unit 
but of smaller size is allotted to each city in the 
population class between 1,000 and 5,000. Centers 
carrying administrative designations not only house 
the agencies responsible for community-wide health 
activities, but are in addition neighborhood service 
centers for the immediate localities. In making these 
estimates, it is anticipated that facilities in com- 
munities of the above categories would serve people 
inthe surrounding country-side in numbers roughly 
equivalent to 25 percent of the population in those 
communities. Beyond these zones, plans call for 
combination administrative-service units for each 
5,000 persons. A number of these rural health 
centers might have limited accommodation for hos- 
pital in-patients in addition to the more usual 
facilities. Application of the criteria described 
above to the population census for cities, towns, and 
rural areas indicates that roughly 400 administrative 
and about 800 neighborhood service centers will be 
necessary in cities of 25,000 or more inhabitants. 
Approximately 6,000 combination administrative 
and service centers are required in the small cities 
and towns, while to meet the needs of remote rural 
areas, the estimates provide some 7,000 service units. 
In the aggregate, health centers of the several types 
total more than 14,000 service units. 


A health center, to repeat for the sake of empha- 
sis, is a device through which may be accomplished 
any one or any combination of three basic purposes. 
It may provide accommodations for community 
health agencies, for practicing physicians and den- 
tists, and for out-patient services. To these might be 
added a fourth purpose, that of furnishing an 


operating nucleus for limited hospital care in ex- 
ceptionally remote rural areas. Furthermore, a 
health center might be a self-contained unit located 
in a discrete building, or space for one or more of 
its functions might be provided in a community 
hospital. 


INTEGRATION OF GENERAL FACILITIES WITH 
MENTAL, TUBERCULOSIS, AND FEDERAL® 
‘HOSPITALS 


Requirements for mental and tuberculosis hos- 
pitals are not presented on this occasion since these 
hospitals do not, under the present scheme of or- 
ganization, fit into the community pattern. Here- 
tofore, their location has not been determined by the 
factors that influence general hospital development. 
Although it is not so important, as in the case of 
general hospitals, that mental and tuberculosis hos- 
pitals be immediately accessible, certain aspects of 
their operations eventually should be tied into the 
general program of health service, While they differ 
functionally and administratively from general hos- 
pitals as a group, it is highly desirable that they 
have a working relationship with general commu- 
nity resources. Diagnostic facilities and various 
continuing home services need to be established in 
each local area so that through one coordinated sys- 
tem of community service there may be a flow of 
patients from general to tuberculosis and mental 
hospitals and vice versa. For some time to come, 
and perhaps always, large and well-staffed hospi- 
tals for nervous and mental conditions rather than 
general hospital centers will furnish inspiration and 
direction for the psychiatric program. To a some- 
what lesser extent, the same may be true of the 
sanatorium in relation to the over-all tuberculosis 
program. General hospitals should be prepared, 
however, to give those specialized services, such as 
surgery, for which the mental or tuberculosis hos- 
pitals might not be equipped. Furthermore, diag- 


8 The selected population served by Federal institutions can not 
be estimated at present; however, if the hospital regions for the 
general population are made sufficiently broad, it is possible that in 
time Veterans and other Federal hospitals may be so located that 
they also will serve areas that are more or less conterminous with 
general hospital regions. In this case, lessening of the load on com- 
munity resources by Federal hospitals could be measured in terms 
of the population in hospital districts. 


nostic service and treatment suited to mental or 
tuberculosis patients before or after institutional 
care are generally agreed to be desirable functions 
of general hospitals and health centers. Therefore, 
the following possibilities should always be borne 
in mind in the projection of any construction pro- 
gram: First, complementary work between institu- 
tions of different types; second, conversion of facili- 
ties to different uses depending upon natural 
changes in disease incidence or improvement in 
medical procedures which alter hospitalization re- 
quirements. 


SEQUENCE OF CONSTRUCTION AND FLEXIBILITY 
OF USE 


A program of construction designed to meet all 
deficits in hospital facilities of the several medical 
types—general, mental, tuberculosis, chronic dis- 
ease, and convalescent—and in health centers. ob- 
viously cannot be undertaken in its entirety imme- 
diately on completion of State-wide determination 
of need. Supporting fiscal bodies are likely to - 
prefer extending such programs over a period of 
years. In any event, considerable time is required 
for site acquisition, drawing of detailed plans, and 
for recruiting and training additional personnel. 
Perhaps ten or even twenty years may be consumed 
in completing a system. Considerations such as 
those enumerated indicate the desirability of sorne 
scheme of priority ratings for different types of 
projects. Within a State, priority values would 
probably vary from time to time, depending upon 
the extent of deficiencies in the several categories 
of facilities at the onset of the program and upon 
how rapidly these deficits are met from year to year. 
If the most urgent: needs are to be considered first, 
however, sequence for construction of units should 
be decided in advance. To accomplish this end, 
weights might ,be given to different types and de- 
grees of need, and financial assistance regulated to 
insure that construction of the most urgently re- 
quired facilities be consistent with the importance 
of such projects in the total picture. In other words, 
a well conceived program to wipe out deficits would 
provide for concentration on high priority projects 
during the early years of a construction period. 


As an example, a tentative plan of priorities is 
presented whereby letters are assigned to different 
types of construction in order of necessity. The 
most essential projects are classified “A”, the second 
in order “B”, etc. In the actual operation of a pro- 
gram, ratings of this general type might be trans- 
lated into numerical values with intermediate grad- 
ations. For illustrative purposes, proposed facilities 
are grouped into A, B, C, and D categories as fol- 
lows: 

“A” priority rating—General hospitals in com- 
- munities beyond the service range of existing hos- 
pitals or in districts where facilities average less 
than 40 percent of need.® 

Health centers in such communities, especially if 
incorporated in the basic plan of an approved new 
hospital. 

Tuberculosis hospitals in States where existing 
facilities average less than 40 percent of need. . 

Mental hospitals in States where existing facili- 
ties average less than 40 percent of need. 

“B” priority rating—General hospitals in dis- 
tricts where existing facilities average from 40 to 60 
percent of need. 

Health centers other than those with “A” priori- 
ties. 

Tuberculosis hospitals in States where existing 
facilities average from 40 to 60 percent of need. 


Mental hospitals in States where existing facili-. 


ties average from 40 to 60 percent of need. 


“CO” priority rating.—General hospitals in dis- . 


tricts where existing facilities average from 60 to 80 
percent of need. 


Tuberculosis hospitals in States where existing 
facilities average from 60 to 80 percent of need. 


Mental hospitals in States where existing facili- 
ties average from 60 to 80 percent of need. 

“D” priority rating—General hospitals in dis- 
tricts where existing facilities average 80 percent or 
more of need. 


® Need as used in defining priorities refers to the over-all estimate 
of bed requirements as given in a State plan. Tentatively, these 
needs might be defined as 4.5 beds per 1,000 population for general 
and allied special hospitals (footnote 4), 5.0 beds per 1,000 for 
mental hospitals, and 2.5 beds per annual tuberculosis death for 
tuberculosis hospitals. 
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Tuberculosis hospitals in States where existing 
facilities average 80 percent or more of need. 

Mental hospitals in States where existing facili- 
ties average 80 percent or more of need. 

Under a priority scheme such as the one outlined, 
well-conceived additions to existing hospitals would 
logically rate as new construction. The plans for 
such additions might include reasonable expansion 
of service facilities and equipment, in keeping with 
the number of new beds represented. Where im- 
provement of plants or construction of supplemen- 
tary units, such as housing facilities for nurses or 
other employees, seems the most reasonable pro- 
cedure for making additional space available for 
care of in-patients, the same rating which a new 
hospital providing an equivalent number of beds 
would receive is indicated; otherwise, a “D” pri- 
ority or none. hist 

The place of convalescent and chronic disease 
hospitals in a priority schedule may well depend 
upon whether or not such facilities could effectively 
relieve a need for additional general hospital beds 
in a district. If so, they might receive the rating 
which otherwise would be assigned to construction 
or expansion of general hospitals; if not, a priority 
of the lowest order. . 

Good administration dictates that, except in un- 
usual situations, State plans\ preclude approval of 
any project for a hospital of less than 50 beds. 
On the other hand, in the interest of good medical 
care, it is highly desirable that patients not be re- 
quired to travel more than 50 miles except for 
uncommon conditions. There will be areas so 
sparsely settled as to make these conditions un- 
attainable. Developing limited bed service in con- 
nection with the health center is believed to be the 
most satisfactory way to meet the immediate hos- 
pital needs of these localities. Such provisions should 
be supplemented by arrangements for prompt trans- 
fer of patients whenever conditions warrant. 

In the event of a national program, undertaken 
with Federal and State funds to assist communities 
in meeting reasonable hospital and health facility 
standards, an over-all scheme of priorities will be- 
come a necessity. Under such a program, it would 
be incumbent upon a State to determine the amount 
and location of additional facilities needed, to trans- 
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late these requirements into grant-in-aid terms, and — 
to array projects by relative priority ratings. The 
Federal agency, on the other hand, would have to 
rearrange priorities as necessary to take into account 
needs for facilities in the several States in relation 
to their resources and to the amount of Federal 
money available for any given year. 

Above all, flexibility of’ use should characterize 
individual units as well as the over-all State plan 
for hospital development. Estimates made on the 
basis of general hospital needs only may be found 
too high when functional integration with other 
types of institutions within a broad region is finally 
effected. A factor likely to play a prominent role 
in determining what hospital facilities may be 
needed in the future is the development of improved ~ 
diagnostic and therapeutic procedures. The general 
hospital came into being largely in response to the 
demands of modern surgery. As various clinical 
services developed, the practitioners found advan- 
tages in hospitalizing increasing proportions of 
their patients. For a long time, it seemed that the 
upward trend in the use of hospital beds would con- 
tinue indefinitely. Experience of the past few years 
indicates, however, that rest in bed even for a sick 
person can be overdone. Moreover, recent discover- 
ies, such as the sulpha drugs and penicillin, have 
materially shortened the course of many illnesses 
and in some instances have lessened the need for 
hospitalization. Other therapeutic advances may be 
equally profound in their influence. For instance, 
a really effective agent for the prevention or treat- 
ment of tuberculosis would in a very short time 
make available for other uses thousands of beds 
now reserved for care of the tuberculous. 

Eventually gains such as those enumerated may 
be partially balanced by additional needs for hos- 
pitalization in a population characterized by in- 
creasing proportions in the older age brackets. Fur- 
thermore, as acute conditions lessen, attention will 
be focused more and more on the diagnosis of rela- 
tively obscure but none the less handicapping 
chronic illnesses. Rehabilitation of persons with 
such conditions or with impairments of types which 
now go largely untreated will probably demand 
additional diagnostic and therapeutic facilities. 
Factors other than those cited might be presented 


re Ee es. aS ay haste 
to show that no one can forecast with: ceranty 
future requirements for hospital beds, in terms 
either of numbers or of purposes to be served. Much 
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a ; Appendix 3B - Tables showing selected statistics for counties, districts, and regional areas 
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tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the NET ENGLAND STATES tinent to an evaluation of hogpital needs in the ME® ENGLAND STATES - Continued 
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Ps x 13, 1 16.02 2. B i; 5 ° 
mt cm ne 8m "an ek i So te] th Ee 
Rutland District 83, $ 2.8 11 1 50.81 At - Passaic t r : z 
1. Rutland 3 Sess eee 2 it 6 30.36 929 5. Union pec? 21,701 1,190 430 232.55 103 
2. Windsor 37,862 29,278 61 52 20.45 965 
Secondary districts: 
oe rasa te Morristown District 205, 545 iad y 55 HH 2.8 27. =—-132's«éd2z36.32 = 663 16937 151 
Montpelier District £552 36,605 62 1 Sue 7TH = 126 37.05 632 1,398 he 1. Morris 125,732 69, 187 84.36 8 
1. Washington ) 194501 13 56 30.38 pe 2. Sussex 29,632 20,090 89 ; 31 21.19 528 
2. Orange 17,048 17, 53 18 6.67 90 3. Warren 50,181 23,935 53 30.77 361 
8t. John District 2,528 40,1) 17 131 2 110 26.02 2 26 Wew Brunswick District 452,705 153,652 34 «1,178 2.6 547, sla 296. 654 1,096 413 
As oeparhat ra at 3a0 16 885 35 a a 13.69 sd ry 1. Middlesex 217,077 3,210 500 210 aan ag 
2. Besex 6890 6,490 P 2.43 664, 2. Monmouth 161, 238 17, 283 522 226 120.32 17 
3. Orleans ; 21,718 16,816 32 9.90 715 3. Somerset 7%, 390 33,159 156 lll 45.33 307 
Trenton District 084 2118 816 3.5 377. «162 —s«-164.1% = 702 663-353 
oN, mactet, ° igh ane és 616 3 142.29 
1/ Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 2. Hunterdon ; 766 29,702 7 21.85 435 


obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 
local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hodpitals wee YORK 13,479,142 2,313,249 17.—-65,392 49S 27,174 = - 202 10,630.62 789 47,929 2m 
and infirmary unite of correctional and custodial institutions. 
2/ County population totals from; Population. Firat Series, U. 3. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940. 
3/ Physician totals represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory. 


4/ Betimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid for goods and ALBANY REGION gls,609 381,903 4o 3,662 3.9 1,495 158 688.68 726 13,083 73 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power, Sales Primary district: ‘ 
Management, Yol. 48, Wo. 8, April 10, 1941, These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 
Fy Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. 8. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: iat Forte 1330352 195-605 36 1233 4.5 4 168 pie 79 = 3127 139 
1 . « . e . e 
2. Columbia ihe Papal 101 Ms rt as 
« Greene 27,926 22, 60 mop 2 
« Renoselacr 121,834 36,483 609 170 85. 
5. Schoharie 20,812 | 16,195 8 26 12.06 625 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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iti ing hospi’ al facilities,+/ ft primary, secondary, proposed. secondary, an 
Table 2. Compo s: On, upon sp. *. . ’ Table 2. The composition, based upon exist 
districts making up broad hospital service regions and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- districts making wD broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 


wm YORK 
Prat YORK (Continued) 
tinned) 
- ' Secondary districts: 
Secondary district 
sia 45,6 26 2.9 124 150 56.33 661 1,720 8 Binghaaton District 229, 275 9,013 Me A a 341s tes 699 ects ay 
sing peo dana ap iis i“: 120 72 35.02 883 1. Brocse 163-1 51.699 ag ed 5. pd 
a vaktasice 1728, We as a eee at a 3. Toga more «165 85 ws 15.25 525 
X 2, 244 i 4, 
Gloversville District rg be ane eee oe 2h B 1s ae 651 ‘sat Kingston District rae Ber 58 a2 3-2 a 150 Ss 727 1285 69 
1. Fulton ’ ° 2.4e 1,7 ° er ’ ° 27.52 1,470 
4,188 4,188 1 2. Deleware ho +280 45 45 
2. Hamilton ‘ ° 4 106.30 g 
4 . Orange 140,113 2,99 588 
acs) A inate oe 52,62 ee eas Fs idee! 8 hors 11039 ao > Sullivan ; 30,37 113 %e 32.73 966 
1. Clinton ° . 20.32 1, gg 6 0 197 103. 758 1,051 130 
178 oTT 10% Poughkeepsie District 137, 80,620 59 3 
ke. os zs BN enti mm BS % en ae - 
susan 2u7,2 ghee 320s Th 37236 THATS «TOTS 24452173 2. Putnam 16,555 555 
vhecnliah slg ui 12s, hgh 2.985 528 183 96. 209 
1. . . 
f 20, 196 3 
5. rot aed 5:6 é 30,972 123 85 &55 = SYRACUSE REGION 1,012,318 403,684 ho 3,845 3.6 1,429 1. 676.9% 669 12,662 80 
Primary district: 
BUFFALO REGION 2,138,906 652,765 BD 9.518 30350 157 1,556.09 GL 12,ROS 172 Tr oe 235108 “78080 2 in i * bos ps a 4 ™ ars ses 
: : ‘ * 280 83 +94 
Primary district: 2. Cayuga +4 0755 ins $s 2-88 592 
g 674 5,10. a1 - Cortland 33, 859 25.50 1 
1,230, 302,827 25 5253 %3 1,629 1m9 829.99 : Madd 39,598 25,157 ng 58 
iat oe Sagi we 131,509 3,7 1297 ea oe 5, Come 71.275 35,851 125 72 41.22 968 
2. Cattaraugus 72,652 286 WW 87. 1,080 
- Chautauqua 183.680 pil hag iss 7 27.9 501 Secondary districts: 
+ Genesee : i 112. 533 hgh hg My = 1h 98.13 6 3,682 oh 
dagara 160,110 37, 5 : Utica District 309, ie 56, 
‘rein noe Bis ti ye ss ii a a . 3 
2, Herkimer 527 coe os ae 32:08 1013 
Secondary districts: - 3. Otsego ,082 31,75 
43 G00, : 13.0123. 6 5.358 3T 
Clifton Springs District 97,420 51] 58 or 6.0 - oe sae Pe Watertown District 197.916 I3be 5559 4 2.7 = 3 eee corre’ 333 
Sama: Brie asret0 ue 32 1.8 Ee ia 22,615 19,237 3 a. 10.78 1,23 
. merits 1 .38l 11,073 50 3 909 3. St. Lawrence 91,098 51,107 247 102 55- 2,772 
ij 1 105 
Binira District be a2 ke ps 5.5 - 162 on 732 Fes 
1. ° 4 14 81 
2. Schuyler res rosters ee 5 31.92 ey 
3. Tompkins ° i PENNSYLVANIA 9,900,180 3,323,303 33 39,205 4.0 :13,525 9137 6,401.24 647 «45,045 = 220 
2h, 608 559 6h Wor 3.2 165 132 73.06 586 25H SL Ec ieee 
Hornell District 1a, 5 398 53. 1408 
1. Steuben pe pipes oo 45 19. 1,048 
ee : 4.6" 176 400.5% = 719 2,34 om ERIE REGION 717, 566 336,167 47 2,469 3.4 776 =108) = 451.45 629 8,779 82 
Rochester District $21 287 158,716 28 2,563 5 353 ge oo 
1. Monroe 14 Ye 2 #7 6 20.97 638 Primary district: 
3. Orleans 21760 1,229 ne 4 wie 6 Brie District 295,322 119,031 = MO 1,07. 346 Fag AR Here ae oe 
eter a 1a 2. Onaseied WieNe Wit Q9 293 7 42.05 1,016 
3- Warren t2'789 27,898 90 55 32.09 910 
yun TORK HEOION 9.379.309 «874, 897 9 48,367 5.2 20,900 223 7,808.50 833 9,756 962 seconsisy StS 
Primary district: Bradford District 126,269 G6. 57 za 3.0 ” 102 nie 600 3529935 
06 520,103 6 M5690 5-2 19,830 228 [32-79 OM «2198 8,080 2. Onlarea ee | Sor 6 bend 
How Yost tp 6 & wu ° 39.533 17,782 0 323-91 299 * mie an 15,582 126 30 16.58 ; 809 
ewan "noe ay ea UA Cai eg + Potter 18,201 15,004 25 19 9-60 0092 
o: pomelanh ee ae 56 172. oy 4 208 105 122.33 618 1,048 169 
> Suffolk 197,355 2, 5 3 ee eee How Castle District 197,916 80, 280 ‘ 22 : 
5. Westchester 573.556 S037 3.887 1,021 6 35 35 ~) Psatbloongie ee gf 3M sey ape! zt 
° 1 6h 
Bee footnotes at end of table. oat Chey District ‘Bape Toa 65 ae 1.6 med 7 te 525 “fe 
2, Clarion 38, 410 O12 32 ° 
3. Forest 5,792 5,792 3 2.03 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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fable 2.—- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated fable 2.-~ The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regione; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totale for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES - Continued tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES ~ Continued 


DEDS IN GENERAL 
AND 3 
POPULATION 2/ pureicians 3/ 
ALLIED SPECIAL ta 
nospirace/ 


REGION 
DISTRICT 
AND 
OOUNTY 
DESIGNATIONS 
PENNSYLVANIA PESNSTLVANIA 
(Contimed) ° (Cont imed) 
PHILADELPHIA REGION 4,556,377 1,242,324 25 20,705 4.5 7,554 2166 3,194.07 701 11,514 396 Philipsburg District 130,158 84,057 65 HOT) = 31 117 90 68.31 525 2, 44s 53 
1. Centre 52,608 37,115 202 0 os 1,115 
Primary district: 2. Clinton Feaeell 13,963 13 16.20 
4, 6 341,82 1 6,087 8 197 2,092.25 754% 2,181 1,272 oe etna ee ke 3 id Hi 
Philadelphia District 2,774,678 »Sll 2" 16, 5. 3 092. i ‘ 
1. Philadelphia 1,931,334 13,693 er 1,526.45 135 Uniontown District 245,670 190, 986 78 4751.9 178 72 «116.85 476 1,377 178 
2. Bucks 107023 76,080 127 103 56.72 617 1. Fayette 2006999 151, 208 397 19 100.51 600 
+ Chester 135. 82, 284 453 163 80.68 760 2. Greene 4h, 671 39,760 78 29 16.34 577 
. Delavare 310, 62,516 801 bt 212.46 , ig 
5. Montgomery 289,247 = 100,932 1,013 215.94 
Secondary districte: SCRANTON REGION 1,251,719 443, 877 35 3,792 3.0 1,332 106 674.47 539 9.572 132 
Allentown Dictrict 239, 268 69,886 29 716 3.0 2s 112 244.47 8 60% T' 318 Primary districts 
1. Lehigh 177,533 aprote 651 220 117. 7 
2. Carbon 61,735 374 5 4s 26. Scranton District 389, 224 106, 27 15300) 23k yok = 109s 22.89 «45 2,97 131 
1. Lackawanna 301, 243 31, 1,263 337 180.73 
Chambersburg District 80,051 phesT™ 65 158 =. 2.0 9 1g 36.50 456 ges 67 2. Pike 13 1.452 4 3.02 
1. Franklin 69,378 ‘1, 201 158 91 34.03 i « Susquehanna 33,89 26, 887 16 33 13.97 f 4 
2. Fulton 10,673 10,673 4 2.47 35 . Wayne 2949 2h, a7 32 33 15.81 7 
5. Wyoming 16,702 16, 702 17 8.36 396 
Easton District 198, 762 Sove72 33 57 alt 29 261 131 139.18 700 965 202 
1. Northampton 168,959 hg, 0 28 117.66 37 Secondary districts: 
2. Monroe 29, 802 17,a12 7 43 21.52 611 
Sayre District 85,619 66,016 7 kor 4.9 108 «126s sh. 83 2,297 37 
Rarrisburg District 290, 802 134, o14 46 £23 1.8 4os «6140 = 184.62 = 635 2,012 8145 1. Bradford 30,615 34,677 331 15 27 42 1,147 
1. Dauphin 177,420 57,689 271 gates 520 2. Bloga 35, 31,339 90 33 15.4. 1,150 
2. Cumberland 74, 806 37.939 73 111 33° 7 555 
. Juniata 15,373 15,373 9 290 387 Shamokin District 162, 561 ei, 50 335 1 164-102 3.16 450 oe 178 
» Perry 23,213 23,213 17 8.31 550 1. Northumberland 126,8 55. 181 97 oe 
2. Montour 15, 8,3) 15% ~ 52 5. 130 
Lancaster District 285,1 155,076 54 1,033 3.6 325 1h 180.10 632 1,308 28 3. Snyder 20, 208 17,331 15 5. 329 
1. Lancaster 212, 117,572 893 265 saree O45 
2. Lebanon 72,641 i 1 3 oH) 363 Wilkes-Barre District 2,931 133,390 27 1,375 2.8 wee 100 «= 264.31 436 1,375 358 
1. Lusorne oe 104, 1,195 igh 891 
Reading District 470, 22 195,236 he Lf 269E O67 519 «+110 «285.00 = 606 1,647 = 285 2. Columbia 51,413 28,433 180 46 23.41 hgh 
1. Berks 1,8 97,127 2 308 174.63 864 
2. Schuylkill 228, 331 98,109 77 211 110.37 "783 Williamsport District ee 56,368 46 3502.9 wwh 19 i 28 = 595 2,011 60 
1. Lycoming 93, 5 32,188 318 111 1.34 1,215 
York District 217,457 128,35) 59 382 «1.8 221 s«102 151.95 607 1,440 151 2. Sullivan Te 4% se 4 2.03 47s 
1. York 178,022 , 83 326 190 117. 914 3. Union 20, 247 16,676 32 29 8.91 318 
2. Adams 39.435 33,519 56 31 14.35 526 
41/ Hospital ded totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 
PITPSBURGH REGION 3,374,518 1,390,935 yl :12,239 3.6 3,863 124 2,081.15 617 15,182 222 obtained by tatulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, Wo. 13, March 27, 1943. iInclufed in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals . 
Primary district: plus those rendering specialised services commonly provided by genoral hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopodic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 
Pittsburgh District 2,170,146 622,149 29 9,402 «44.3 2,660 132 1,500.60 691 3,847 564 hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 
1. Allegheny tat 227,708 8,065 2,175 1,089.12 170 local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals 
2. Beaver 156,7 » 866 218 125 2.11 1 ond infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. ¥ 
» Butler 67,590 ae iss 92 99 794 2/ County population totals from: Population. Firet Series, U. 8. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 19h0, 
+ Washington 210,852 121,6 hog 196 112.79 857 3/ Physician totale represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1940 kmerican Medical Directory. 
5. Westmoreland 303,422 156,838 473 272 159.59 1,025 4/ Betimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Seles Management on tho basis of money actually paid for goods and 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
Secondary districts: income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 
Management, Vol. 4S, Wo. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Mansgement, Inc. 
Lsvtyer, ceeds pepe et ug pith 2.1 bead 91 en 514 2, 4h3 gl S/ Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. 8. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 
. air ° > ° 1 * 
2. Bedford moe pee a 22 15.68 1,018 S/ Districts were outlined with the five counties of Hew York City treated as a single political unit, 
3. Huntingdon WM, 29,903 70 35 16.64 895 
Du Bois District 146,184 101,047 69 346 102 70 67.40 = 461 1,7 81 
1. Clearfield 92,094 67,220 232 6h 42.31 nS | 
2. Jefferson 54,090 33,827 114 38 25.09 652 
Indiana District 160,941 119, 245 Th i 1.6 134 83 70.17 = 436 1,491 108 
1. Indiana 79,854 61,720 170 70 33.88 8 
2. Armstrong $1,087 57.525 61 64 36.29 
Johnstown District 298,416 166,112 56 861 3.0 268 90 0-43.26 Ngo 1, 168 
1. Cambria 2150459 892 665 197 105. bs, 
2. Somerset 2957 7, 220 26 7 37.67 1 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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fable 3.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,!/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated Table 3.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,!/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
Aistricts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totale for selected items per- districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the EAST NORTH CENTRAL STATES” tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the EAST NORTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued 


4 
popucation 2/ ve Puvsicians °/ inoonse 97 
ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) 
DISTRICT nospitacs// 
ANo a 
COUNTY PERCENT PER PER 
DESIGNATIONS TOTAL TOTAL OF 1o00 | TOTAL | 190,000 
PERSONS 
ILLINOIS 
(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


ILLINOIS 7,897,241 2,087,591 GB 2,955 3.8 12,186 15% 5,229.32 662 55,947 In Carbondale District 61,358 33,171 54 151° 2.5 63-103 26.32 hag 1,046 59 
' 1. Jackson 37,920 20,394 103 46 16.71 603 
2. Perry 23,438 12,777 kg 17 9.61 Y43 
CAICAGO REGION 5.432, 216 751,182 14 23,500 3 9,505 175 4,046.12 745 17,632 308 Centralia District 155, 69 102,421 66 2l «1.6 ihe 91 74.15 476 3,070 51 
; ‘ 1. Marion 79 24,961 130 45 29.41 boa 
Primary districts : 2, Effingham 22,0 15,854 91 2 10.72 3 
« Payette 294159 23,871 30 20 12.75 718 
Ohicego District 4,569, 643 299,881 7 20,047 45 8,374 183 3,549.89 777 3,714 1,230 « Jefferson 34,375 19,651 33 14.85 574 
1. Cook POG ake gee 18,413 7,736 te 954 5. Wayne 22,092 18,084 18 6.42 - 715 
2. Du Page 103, 30, ti) 115 Mm é 331 
» Kane 130, 206 1 222 97 1 95. ra Harrisburg District 98,71 75.749 17 1041.1 88 89 29.79 302 2,212 45 
- Lake 12,094 1, bbe 502 165 pF ges : 1. Saline 38, 2,722 87 36° 15.28 384 
. McHenry dll 24,150 67 37 20 611 2. Gallatin nh 11,414 8 2.81 28 
- Wall 114,210 66,602 45g 122 64.67 845 e: Hamilton 13,454 10,926 10 2.72 35 
\ - Hardin 7.759 7.759 17 g 1.48 183 
Secondary districts: + Pope 7,999 7,999 5 1.46 SSL 
’ - Thite 20,027 15,929 a 6.04 501 
Bloomington District 127,775 cea 59 4333.4 177—s «139 715-98 595 2,704 7 
1. McLean 73.930 2079 362 103 51.30 1,173 Herrin District 115,288 61,780 54 117 1.0 20 78 41.86 = 363 1,220 94 
2. Ford 15,007 11,901) 18 2 7.83 . hes 1. Williamson 51, 4ok 24,510 80 1 19.48 Wy 
3. Livingston 38,838 29,253 53 53 16.85 1,043 2. Franklin 53,137 26, 543 37 he 19-98 43h 
+ 3. Johnson 10,727 10,727 7 2. 3 
Danville District 157,369 71,022 45 829 455.3 22 166 101.2 643 1,898 83 
1. Vermilion 86,791 37,810 3 133 2.52 698 Olney District 114,582 83,766 73 1332) 2150 117_—s«2102 mee 388 2,585 uy 
2. Champaign 70,578 33,22 129 75 1,000 1. aay eagl 3 75 . an hes 
: 2. Clay 18,947 13,473 A 1 +22 
Freeport District 8,622 47,338 60 206 2.6 89 113 42,00 534 1,650 ug + Crawford 21,294 16, 38 26 9.00 Whe 
1. Stephenson O46 18, 280 190 47 2511 4 » Edwards 8,974 8,97 6 2.56 225 
2. Carroll 17,987 13,1 16 22 8.9 + Jasper 13,431 13, og 11 3.38 499 
3. Jo Daviess 19,989 ~~ 15,863 20 7. 614 + Lawrence 21,07 14,862 oh 8.75 37 
, 7. Wabash 13,725 6,737 14 6.40 221 
Kenkakes District 3,373 see 68 191 2.0 129 «138 44.79 = 4go 1,802 52 
1. Zankakec peel O47 1 88 30-95. 680 
2. Iroquois 32, 23,752 1 4a 13. 1,122 
PEORIA REGION 640, 494 291,863 “6 2,100 3.3 769. 120 358.67 560 8,640 74 
Rockford District 200,637 £1,600 yy 666 = 3.3 246123 —s«:128.26 = 639 2,196 91 
1. Winnebago 121,178 33,716 46' 161 83,60 520 Primary district; 
2. Boone ie 7,108 6 17 6.08 
» De Kalb +388 17,932 112 35 22.11 se Peoria District 3654156 178,274 4g 1,187 3.3 462 =—s«127 213.78 585 ieee 19 
. Ogle 29, 869 22, 25 33 14.47 157 1. Peoria 193037 3,912 800 226 113.71 6 
2. Fulton s627 33,050 108 x 52 17-55 a7 
Streator District 204,797 112,409 55 283.6 228 «=61lL =: 103.93 «4507 3,668 56 » Knox 52, 250 20,156 200 70 32.92 ; 726 
1. La Salle 97,801 32.8 34 112 55.58 14153 - Marshall 13,179 13,179 14 vs Be 
2. Bureau 31, ’ nd 16.75 - Mason 15,358 11,359 21 91 1 
be Grandy 18,398 12, 25 17 8.52 432 - Stark 8,881 8, 15 ' 3.79 291 
. Kendall 125306 11,1 iL 3.5 320 7. Tazewell 58, 362 28,614 19 i) 23.43 653 
. Lee 34, 23,933 118 45 he 7 8. Woodford 19,124 = 19,124 15 9.61 537 
+ Patnam 5,289 9 289 5 1, 1 
Secondary districts: ' 
5 Macomb District 57,1 36,41 64 200 5 {Sala F 26.68 67 19 8 
Bast sf. LOUIS REGION 1,052,931 606, 062 58 1,698 1.8 977 93 4.54 hag 5,416 68 . 1. McDonough 26, ohh 15, 27' 135 : 43 a 13.32 262 : 
2. Henderson 8.949 2949 6 1.98 381 
Primary district: 3. Warren : 12,190 65 27 11.38 5ue 
Bast St. Louis District 97% 131,438 52 2.2 258 102 113.45 50 2,707 Moline District 218,160 77.176 35 713343 231 106 #8 118.21 2 2,492 88 
1. St. Clair ib bo9 38 3ee 3 179 shisi 670 * 1. Rock Island 113,323 20. wy y 123 67.69 ie 120 
2. Clinton 22,912 19,687 18 6.62 ugg 2. Henry 43,7 20, 261 17 50 20.3 826 
. Monroe 12,754 12,754 13 6.09 380 - Mercer . 17,701 15,108 14 18 T 556 
. Randolph 33,608 24, 834 a1 33 11.03 + Whiteside 43,338 21,216 82 4o 22.89 690 
5. Vashington 15,801 15,802 15 4.90 5 ‘ 
Secondary districte: 
SPRINGFIELD REGION 771,600 438,484 57 2,457 3.2 935 1a 383.00 406 14,259 54 
Alton District 177,525 64,687 36 4762.7 157 88 87.94 = 495 1,488 119 
1. Madison 149, 349 44,711 476 136 77-17 731 Primary district: 
2. Bond 14,540 11,149 10 -90 , 383 
3. Jersey 13,636 8,827 ¢ 1 87 37 * Springfield District 293, 805 148,839 51 1,181 4.0 358 4122 «6159.79 9 Sab 4,472 66 
: 1. Sangamon 117,922 42, bog 730 168 83.57 880 
Cairo District 17.836 53,050 68 yg Wy 62 80 23.58 303 1,088 72 2. Cass 16, 20 +920 a 8.38 370 
1. Alexander 2496 11,089 100 19 , thee 224 Pa) Christian 38.96 » 285 122 ne 17.30 709 
2. Maseac 14,937 8650 16 11 .06 2h6 + Logan 29,436 16,686 145 : 13.72 622 
» Palaeki 15,875 15,875 8 3.03 204 5. Macoupin +304 27,087 41 15.82 872 
. Union 21,528 17,436 16 ak 6.68 Wy 6. Menard 10,663 8,077 11 +36 312 
7. Montgonery 34, 20,375 188 28 16.64 706 


Bee footnotes at end of table. 
See footnotes at end of tabdle. 
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BEDS IN GENERAL 


STATE AND LANO STATE 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL Anca 8/ | PERSONS REGION Persone 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS van DISTRICT 
SQUARE SQUARE 
AND AND 
county mae oouNTY _— 
DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


ILLINOIS 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


Decatur District 
1. Macon 
2. De Witt 
« Moultrie 
- Piatt 
5. Shelby 


Jacksonville District 
1. Morgen 
2. Calhoun 
é Greene 
« Scott 


Quincy District 
1, Adams 
2. Brown 
. Hancock 
}. Pike 
5. Schuyler 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Mattoon District 
1. Coles 


EVANSVILLE REGION 
Primary district: 


Evansville District 
1. Vanderburgh 
2. Gibson 
+ Posoy 
» Warrick 


Secondary districts: 


Hew Albany District 
1. Floyd 
2. Clark 
+ Harrison 
+ Washington 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Bedford District 

1, Lawrence 

2. Jackson 

3. Orange 
Washington District 


1. Daviess 
2. Dubois 


Isolated districts: 
Tell City District 


1. Perry 
2. Crawford 


3. Spencer 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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115 


1a 


104 


123 


102 


7 


528 


407 
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370 
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233 


62 


ke 


130 


TXDIANA 
(Cont imed) 


FORT WAYHE REGION 
Primary district: 


Fort Wayne District 
1, Allen 
2. Adams 
+ De Kalb 
. Wells 
| 5. Whitley 


Secondary districts: 


Rome City District 
1. Noble 
2. Kosciusko 


-« Stevden 
Proposed-secondary districts: 


Wabash District 
1. Wabash 
2. Huntington 


INDIANAPOLIS REGION 
Primary district: 


Indianapolis District 
1. Marion 
2. Hamilton 
+ Hancock 
- Hendricks 
5. Johnson 


Secondary districts: 


Anderson District 
1. Madison 
2. Grant 
3. Tipton 


La Fayette District 
1. Tippecance 
2. Benton 
é Carroll 
« Clinton 
2° Fountain 
+ Warren 
7. White 


Logansport District 
1, Cass 
2. Fulton 
+ Howard 
- Miami 
5. Pulaski 


Martinsville District 
1. Morgan 
2. Brown 
+ Monroe 
. Putnan 


Muncie District 
1. Delaware 

2. Blackford 

e Jay 

+ Randolph 


Richmond District 
1. Wayne 
2. Fayette 


. Henry 
« Union 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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AND 


DESIGNATIONS 


INDIANA 
(Continued) 

Terre Haute District 191, 233 
1. Vigo 99,709 

2. Clay 25, 365 

+ Parke 17,358 

» Sullivan 27,014 

5. Vermillion 21,787 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Batesville District 73,825 
1. Ripley 18,898 
2. Dearborn 2» P53 ; 
e° Franklin 14,412 
. Jennings 13,680 
5. Ohio 3,782 
Crawfordsville District 49,312 
1. Montgomery 27,231 
2. Boone 22,081 
Linton District 43,420 
1. Greene 31,330 
2. Owen 12,090 
Madison District 37,057 
1. Jefferson 19,912 
2. Scott 8,978 
3, Switzerland 8,167 
-Shelbyville District 90, 878 
1. Shelby 25,95 
2. Bartholomew 28,27 
- Decatur 17,722 
- Rush 18,927 
SOUTH BEND REGION 682,513 
Primary district: 
South Bend District 3 336,310 
1. 8t. Joseph 161 525 
2. Elkhart 72,63 
Bs La Porte 63,660 
. Marshall 25,935 
5. Starke 12,258 


Secondary districts: 


Gary District 346, 203 
1. Lake ; 293,195 

2. Jasper 14,397 

+ Newton 10,775 

. Porter 27,836 
MICHIGAN 5, 256,106 


DETROIT REGION 3,816,603 
Primary district: ‘ 


Detroit District 2, 262,691 
1. Wayne 2,025,623 

2. Macomb 107,638 
. Monroe 58,620, 

- Washtenaw 80,810 


° 
See footnotes at end of tabdle. 
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STATE 
REGION 
DISTRICT 

AND 
COUNTY 
DESIGNATIONS 


MICHIGAN 
(Continued) 


| Secondary districte: 
Bay City District 


Flint District 
1. Genesee 
2. Lapeer 
3. Shiawasses 


Jackson District 
1. Jackson 
2, Hillsdale 
3. Lenawee 


‘Lansing District 


Petoskey District 
1, Eumet 
2. Charlevoix 
3. Chebdoygan 


Pontiac District 
1. Oakland 
2. Livingston 


Port Huron District 
1. St. Clair 
2. Sanilac 


Saginaw District 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Alma District 
"1. Gratiot 
2. Taabdella 


Alpena District 
1. Alpena 
2. Alcona 
+ Montmorency 
+ Presque Iele 
5. Oscoda 


Isolated districts: 


Grayling District 
1. Crawford | 
2. Clare 

+ Tosco 

+ Ogemaw 

+ Otsego 

+ Roscommon 


GRAND RAPIDS REGION 
Primary district: 


Grand Rapides District 
1. Kent 
2. Allegan 
« Barry 
+ Tonia 
5. Mecosta 
6. Montcalm 
7. Newaygo 
8. Ottawa 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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tinen’ to an evaluation of hospital needs in the BAST NORTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued _tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the East BORTH CENTRAL STATES ~ Continaséd 


7 BEOS IN GENERAL , BEDS IN GENERAL rt 
STATE POPULATION 2/ ; an puyarcians 3/ wwcome */ STATE. ne F 
REGION i ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) = REBION ALLIED SPECIAL ; 
DISTRICT nospitaLs / DISTRICT nospitas// 

AND S AMD z 
COUNTY TOTAL OOUKTY 
DESIGNATIONS (iN Boca i DESIGNATIONS 
MILLIONS) 


MICHIGAN 
(Cont inaed) 


; Secondary districts: c 
- Battle Greek District 120,051 55,657 46 672 = §.6 17s ss4s 62.63 688 1,215 99 OHIO 6,907,612 2,294,626 3S ama Oe LG Maan PF 9,318 135 4,486.33 649 41,122 168 


1. Calhoun * 94, 206 37,155 © 616 Lag 68.90 709 ly 
2. Branch 25, 845, 18,502 56 29 13.73 Lo Os, 
Benton Harbor District 111,027 65,005 59 fe 2.4 11 104 65.07. 586 1,068 104 CINCINNATI ERGIOW 1,660,602 612,076 37 5, G47 3.5 2,402 145 1,075.07 G47 10,457 159 
1. Berrien 89,117 ‘48,102 9 55.89 ra ‘ Bs 
2. Cass 21,910 16,903 25 aL 9.18 : : Primary district: 
 Kalemesoo District 166, 945 179 56 537. 302 AT 130 130.33 «662 1,682 99 Cincinnat’ District 606, 239 168,504 a 419 5.2 1,423 176 623.53 773 1,751 460 
1. Kalamazoo 100,085, 2988 385 143 72.51 567 ; 1. Hemilton 621,987 Tle cf 1,248 79:98 wh 
} 2. St. Joseph 31,749 17,825 70 35 18.15 508 y 2. Butler : 120, 269 35,681 136 78. vel 
3. Yan Buren 35,121 30, 366 82 39 19.67 607 ' 3. Clermont ; 34, 10 34,109 3h 12.10 456 
: » Warren ; 29,8 21.493 6 25 12.90 4Os 
Muskegon District 128,691 + 56,246 uy 3u45 oe 104 89 71.36 = -§55 1,53 &h 
1. Muskegon 94, 501 50,757 28 85 56.17 zoe Secondary Gistricte: f 
2. Magon 19, 378 10,677 1 9.74 3 . 
3. Oceana 14, g12 14,812 30 1 5.45 536 ~=«~Dayton District 333+ 603 145,110 37 1,072 2.7 ee oe 258.96 656 me 206 
; 1, Montgorery 295, TL, 566 : 1,004 7 2145s 5 7 
fraverse City District 74,199 51,050 69 191 2.6 71 10% 36.83 496 aie Fa 2. Darke 36,831 31,086 hj Fe 17.75 - ey 
1. Grand Traverse ae 84935 152 35 16.62 « Greene 35,863 22,681 20 “ 15.40 uy 
2. Antrin 10,964 10,96 9 3.38 N77 4 . Preble 23,329 19,777 ' 26 11.23 
. Bensie : 7,800 7,800 8 3.81 316 R 
> Kalkaska ’ 5.15 5,15) k 1.37 564 Portsmouth District 15%, 975 222638 60 26 861.7 127 82 60.98 393 1,653 ou 
5. Loelanan i 8,43 8,43 2 2.31 zhg 1. 8cioto 66, 565 2075 151 83 40.30 609 
6. Manietes r 18,450 9,756 ho u 9.34 558 2. Adams 21,705 21,76 13 «66 ise 
; ; 7 3. Lawrence 46,705 30,85) 115 ae 14.98 
Proposed-secondary districts: i ; : 
;  Proposed-secondary dietricte: 
Cadillac District 44117 34, 262 78 88 2.0 3 19 18.94% beg 2,261 19 
1. Yexford 17,976 8,122 5u i 9.85 563 Chillicothe District 133,9 93,034 69 7 0.6 = 92 52.64 393 2515.07 1spS , 
2. Lake 4,798 4,798 H 1.30 572 1. Boss 52,147 32,018 55 2 22.58 
« Misssukee 8,034 8,034 2.62 565 2, Highland 27. 18,158 19 26 12.65 p38 
» Osceola . 13,309 13,309 34 wy 5.17 Sel : » Jackson 27. 15,172 17 11.25 20 
. Pike 16,113 26,113 9 3.81 Lys 
' §, Vinton 12,573 11,573 5 2.35 Wi} 
MARQUEPTE REGION 323,54 165, €08 51 934 29 269 83 163.62 506 16,536 20 Gallipolis District 203% 34, 265 70 621.3 6 gh 17.7% 362 p05 54 
3 1. Gallia 2930 17,098 62 29 8.06 71 
Primary district: Base - 2, Meigs 24,104 17,167 17 9.68 434 
Marquet¢e Diatrict 115, 641 48, 800 42 3733.2 sh 73s«5BATTs«OB 5.612 af “Pique District 78,703 40, 288 51 160 2.0 8 106 M.7e 530 m6 6 
1. Marquette 47, hh 14,922 Pipa 45 27.51 1,81 1, Miami 52,632 24,007 122 58 29.84 NOT 
2. Alger r 10,167 5,758 22 8 4,86 91 2. wlty i 26,071 16, 281 3B): 27 12.90 © hog 
e Baraga 9,3 6,792 4 3.78 30h ; 
+ Dickinson 28,731 8,152 ke 16 13.61 Isolated districts: ; 
5. Iron 20, 243 13,186 46 1 9.01 1,197 rf 
\ Wilmington District 5 Yh, one 38,241 86 17 0.4 45s «102 19.52 he 3 4g 
Secondary districts: 7 1. Clinton 22.57% 16,603 17 30 12.94 12 
. : 2. Brown 21,638 ° 21,638 15 6.56 491 
Ironwood District 43,156 22,126 = 4 164. 3.8 38 86——i«i HGS tié Wag : P 
1. Gogebic 31.797 10,757 147 29 16.88 1,112 
2. Ontonagon 12,359 11,359 17 9 oS 1,321 
4 CLEVELAND REGION 3,134,793 743, 27% oh 9,843 3.1 4,138 132 2,166.91 692 10,800 200 
Proposed-secondary districta: ° . 
Primary district: 
Becanada District 68, tty 33,013 4g 150 2.2 h7 69 33.22 89-485 3,422 20 y 
1. Delta 34,037 14, 235 15 ok 19.81 1,180. Cleveland District 1,382,104 108,785 8 5,726 41 2,279 +165 1,062.39 = 769 1,782 776 
2. Menominee abe 14,653 55 16 8.30 1,032 1. Cuyahoga 1,217,250 33,760 5,367 2,108 965.58 456 
3. Schoolcraft 9,5 4,125 20 7 5.10 1,199 2. Geaugs 19,430 19,430 17 7.85 © 4o7 
; 4 + Lorain . 112,390 33,415 2a 124 69.42 130 
Hancock District +635 38,459 74 1543.0 47 91 26.38 512 1,574 33 » Medina 33,034 22,180 7 30 19.5% 
1. Houghton 7 631 Meet 154 45 25.32 1,0 
H 2. Keweenaw 4,004 4, 2 1.07 atk Secondary districta: 
Sault Ste. Marie District by, 668 23,420 52 Osa ieee 5 119 24.26 508 1 Akron District 386,065 6,129 20 987 = 2.6 bio =. 66 1 1 yon ; 
1. Chippewa 27,807 11,960 Deas he} 3h nen ‘Ay 380 : 1, Summit 339,405 le! sae 937 4o7 42 : : 3 
2. Luce 7,423 4,691 18 13 B ous 2. Portage +660 29,541 50 33 2.24 pd 
3. Mackinac 9,438 6,769 6 +32 1,024 : : 
Canton District 479»669 199, 422 ke 969 2.0 46101 rete 593 3,067 156 
: . 1. Stark 234, 887 69,507 586 281 154, 520 
See footnotes at end of tadle. : _ 2. Carroll 17,449 13, 8 - 5.32 396 j 
> . Columbiana 90,121 5, 177 7i 52.73 re E 
+ Holmes 17.876 17.876 27 ‘1 6.60 
. Tuscarawas . 68,616 31,385 107 64 36.91 571 
t + Wayne 50,520 ji, 723 Te, 5l 28.59 - 561 ‘ 
; Mansfield District 103,638 47,388 46 233.22 1 129 64.27 620 112 
; _ 1. Richland 73.853 30,056 185 a 46.40 tsp 
2. Ashland 29,785 17,332 4g 32 17.87 426 
30 aig See footnotes at end of table. 
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STATE popucation &/ pavsicians 3/ STATE Popucation 2/ puysicians 2/ 
REGION ; ALLIED reo wees swca REGION pea ‘areca. octane) 
DISTRICT nosprrars!/ pisTRicT nospiTacs // 
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OOUNTY PER PER | TOTAL sen poe COUNTY rece per | TOTAL 
DESIGNATIONS TOTAL vothe rag tine TOTAL me bas oe , | cant DESIGNATIONS TOTAL TOTAL “be (os |p00 TOTAL | 100,000] (iN 
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ORIO OHIO 
(Contizmed) ; (Continned) 
j ‘ Secondary districts: / 
Santusky District 8,001 37,122 4g 29 = 3.7 104 =: 133 52.69 676 761 102 Lima District 220,164 122,521 56 2.1 25 «1800 119.47) 53 2,691 82 
1. Erie »201 18,327 1 54 30.60 264 1. Allen 73,303 +506 298 107 +15 410 
2. Haron 2800 18,795 1 50 22.09 497 2. Auglaize 28,037 17,280 a 13.73 400 
. Rancock 40,79 18,432 6h 20.73 a 
Stoudenville District 214,056 115,751 5s 3. ss 175 82 100.75 471 1,361 157 . Mercer » 21,415 51 22 11.22 
1. Jefferson 98,1 47,660 229 2 56.62 LL . Putnam 25,016 016 oT 11.52 486 
2. Belzont \ 95,61 50, 163 37.04 239 . Van Wert +759 14,872 Ws 30 14,12 409 
3. Harrison 20, 313 17,505 17 7.09 1L 
Proposed-secondary districts: : 
Youngstown District 312-566 231196 27 1,078 2.9 391 105 rel 665 1,049 355 ce 
1. Mahoning ool 3, 201 886 300 176.20 419 Fremont District 515 41,61 46 15 = 1.3 96 =—:107 48.75 545 rap 93 
2. Prumball 132,315 55.995 188 91 71.66 630 1. Sandusky 41,01 20,5 70 39 21.96 10 
2. Seneca 499 21,077 45 26.79 551 
Proposed-secondary districts: ne P 6 57 nee 58 
' Wauseon District 71,892 : 7 83 21.2 72 100 37.1 < 
Painesville District 118,694 59,481 50 171 1.4 129 ~=—«:1109 76.70 646 938 «17 1, Fulton 23,626 ee 5 23 12.42 407 
1. Lake 50,020 25.7 71 o:3 232 2, Henry 22,756 17,932 i 3 10.13 416 
2. Ashtabala 68,674 33,753 100 87 706 3. Willians 25,510 16,403 16 14.62 4or 
Isolated districts: : > 
COLUMBUS REGION 1,270, 265 576,908 45 2,906 2.3 1,697 134 718.34 566 12,919 98 Defiance District 39.8% 27,601 69 3509 36 90 19.12 479 826 4g 
1. Defiance 0367 12,078 35 2 12. 410 
Primary district: . 2. Paulding 15,527 15,527 15 6.18 416 
Columbus District 638, 862 pe ei 33 1,841 2.9 1,041 163 405.15 63% u,k20 15 
1. Franklin 388,712 58, 1,675 772 286.23 3s 
2. Delaware 26,780 17,836 és 12.17 9 
- Fairfield +490 26,550 22.32 05 
> Fayette ° 11,983 19 12.89 WIScoNsIN 3,137,587 1,458,443 46 12,223 3.9 3,523 112 1,766.19 563 54,715 57 
» Hocking a1 15,327 35 15 7.12 kor 
» Licking 62,279 7192 106 77 01 
7. Madison 1,811 17,114 10.51 464 
8. Pickaway 27,889 19,907 5 ra 9.77 7 GREEZ BAY REGION 329,815 169, 362 51 1,029 3.2 269 62 174.76 530 6,563 50 
9. Union 20,012 15,975 27 10.13 3h 
Primary district: 
Secondary districts: s 
Green Bay District 277,608 131, 358 47 35 3.4 237 8 154.52 557 3,676 76 
Mount Vernon District 46,670 36,548 18 117s 2.5 55 118 21.36 458 936 50 1. Brown 83,109 2501 ad 87 54.72 25; 
1. Knox 31,024 wie 117 3 16.25 oe 2. Door 19,095 13,656 13 ge 1 
2. Morrow 15,646 15, 1 5.11 . Kewaunee 16,680 11,495 20 12 02 331 
‘ - Manitowoc 61,617 Oli 193 kg 36.71 589 
Springfield District 18 41,908 35 2932. wwe--s117 71.40 = 591 63515 5. Oconto 27,075 21,713 15 7245 1,106 
1. Clark 95,647 24,985 258 110 58.33 4o2 6. Outagamie 70,032 27,082 170 62 40.58 634 
2, Champaign 25, 258 16,923 35 32 13.07 433 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Zanesville District ge 128,120 64 11 eee) ry f 172 86 92.25 463 2,989 67 ; 
s 1. Maskingum oT 32, 295 225 69 1.78 667 Marinette District 52, 207 38,024 73 4 «6168 32 61 20.2% 368 2,887 (18 
2. Coshocton ; 19,085 63 27 15.11 562 1. Marinette 36, 225 22,042 80 26 15.77 » 
. Guernsey 38,822 25.778 52 31 15.57 29 2. Florence 4,177 4,177 
. Morgan 14,227 14, 227 13 212 18 3. Forest 11,805 11,805 14 6 3. 1,010 
5. Noble 14,587 14,587 8 3. kok ‘ 
6. Perry ’ 31,087 148 a4 11. 409 
Proposed-secondary districts: ; MADISON REGION 715,882 49, £13 63 3,132 4.& 896 12 373.65 522 15,432 46 
Kenton District 56,685 39,284 69 Ct ee | 72 #127 26.19 462 Pe 61 Primary district: 
1. Hardin 27,061 19,468 60 33 11.39 7 : 
2. Logan 29,624 19,616 4 39 14.80 461 Madigon District 3904193 208,670 53 1,983 5.1 597 «153. 232.88 3=—_ 4596 5.753 68 
1. Dane 130, 58,470 +300 329 92. 1,197 
Mariotta District 108, 344 77,890 72 1020.9 22 91 44.6 hia 1,596 68 2. Columbia 32,517 22,741 110 yi 16.03 178 
1. Washington £30331 2 9 a 7 20. 637 2 2 280 33,528 10 3 22.60 2 
2. Athens ol 30. 295 4o 20.31 - Iowa 20,595 2595 7 1 6.98 761 
3. Monroe 18,641 18, 12 4.12 5 5. Jefferson 38,8 21,109 15 47 24.52 564 
6. Rock ¢ 80,173 28,550 237 95 93-17 7a 
* Marion District 27° 687 394230 39 149015 116-116 57.30 575 1,25 82 7. Sank 33, 700 23,677 80 32 16.92 Bho 
1. Marion 898 14,081 50 or 2h, we 
2. Crawford beg lbe eae 99 22.43 7 Secondary districta: 
3, Wyandot 19,218 12,3 19 ; 
aa La Crosse District 146,663 97,868 67 669 = 4.6 135 92 68.03 464 dt 39 
- La Crosse 394653 16,946 522 7 37.6 
5 2. Buffalo 16,090 16, 16 8 2 Tl2 
TOLEDO REGION 841,952 362, 368 43 2,517 3.0 1,081 128 526.01 625 6,946 122 + Jackson 16,599 14, 29 10 ell 1,000 
« Trempealean 24, 361 2h, 361 50 26 9-20 739 
Primary district: 5. Vernon 29,940 26,391 52 a 9.65 605 
foledo District 420, 115,689 28 1,827 4.3 612 1K 1.51 1,224 
1. Lucas wus, 3 2301 1,760 537 2 Ss et 343 “ag Bee footnotes at end of table. 
2. Ottawa 2k, 19,855 ha a 12.80 263 : 
3. Wood 51,796 38,533 25 54 22.22 618 
31 


8ee footnotes at end of table. 
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WISCONSIN 
(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Monroe District 


2. Lafayette 


Prairie du Chien District 
1. Crawford 
2. Grant 
3. Richland 


Sparta District 
1. Monroe 
2. Adams 
3. Junean 


MILWAUKEE REGION 
Primary district: 


Milwaukee District 
1, Hilwankee 
2. Ozaukee 
» Racine 
» Washington 
5. Waukesha 


Secondary districts: 


Pond au Lac District 
1. Yond du Lac 
2. Green Lake 
3. Marquette 


Kenosha District 
1. Kenosha 
2. Walworth 


Oshkosh District 
1, Winnedago 
2. Weushara 


Sheboygan District 
1. Sheboygan 
2. Calumet 


WAUSAU REGION 
Primary district: 


Wausen District 
1. Marathon 
2. Clark 
- Langlade 
+ Lincoln 
5. Portage 
6. Shawano 
7. Taylor 
8. Vaupaca 
9. Wood 


Secondary districte: 


Ashland District 
1. Ashland 
2. Iron 
3. Price 


Chippewa Falls District 
1. Chippewa 
2, Rusk 


Eau Claire District 
1. Ben Claire 
2. Dunn 
3. Pepin 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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REGION ALLIED reais (DOLLARS) arca O/ PERSONS 
DISTRICT nospitace // IN PER 
AND SQUARE 
COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS 


WIScoNsIN 
(Continued) 
Superior District K 60,589 62 3293.3 17 78 44.68 hh 5,713 7 
1 Do aire Grits 11,983 225 ho 1-3 1,310 
2. Bayfield 15,827 15,827 15 ll 4, 1,474 
- Burnett 11,382 11,382 30 7 2.87 Bho 
- Sawyer reed 11,540 59 12 239 1,273 
5. Washburn 12, 9, 857 7 63 6 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Prescott District 46,313 40,520 87 103 2.2 36 18 20.11 43h 1,327 35 
1. Pierce 2,472 189% 88 17 9.23 591 
2. St. Croix a, sho 21,505 15 19 10.88 736 
Rhinelander District 27,832 19, 331 69 TS SF 5 90 ger 626 1,981 14 
1. Oneida 18,938 10,437 15 17 ll. 1,114 
2. Vilas 8,894 8,894 g 5. 867 
Rice Lake District 60, 4s6 54,767 91 178" ci: 28 hg 79 25.19 416 1,800 M4 
1. Barron 34, 289 28,570 112 oh . 15.08 866 
2. Polk 26,197 26,197 oy 10.11 934 


1/ Hospital bed totale used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the J of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 
local area basie, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. 

2/ County population totals from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940. 

3/ Physician totale represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1 American Medical Directory. 

4/ Batimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid for goods and 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey ef buying power. Sales 
mots pty Vol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. ‘These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 

S/ Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. 8. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 
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Table 4.—— The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities) / of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated Table 4.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated | 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- ; districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST ORTH CENTRAL STATES tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST NORTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued 
BEDS in y Ay are BEOS IN GENERAL 
STATE PoPuLATiON &/ ANO puysicians 3/ wwoome 4/ 
REGION ecant SPEOL ama PERSONS ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) 
' orstrict HOSPITALS sane PER nospitacs// 
R AND SQUARE : ig ae 
COUNTY PER an MILE PER PER 
DESIGNATIONS i220, s,00 DESIGNATIONS TOTAL 1,000 100,000 pa) 
PERSONS PERSONS 
108A 
(Continued) 
IOWA 2,538,268 1,454,037 57 7,209 2.8 3,083 121 1,367.55 539 55,98 ° 5 IOWA CITY REGION 898,176 474, 829 53 3,274 3.6 1,229 137 4og.41 555 17,915 50 
‘Primary district: 
COUHCIL BLUFFS REGION 312,334 218,289 70 6232.0 310 99 «137-72 Hn 9,097 o Towa City District 129, 826 86,613 67 1,150 8.9 330-54 66.59 513 3,199 4 
1. Johnson 33,191 16, 1,000 , 226 21.08 620 
Primary district: ; 2. Cedar 16,884 14, 18 7.16 abe. 
‘ e Towa 17,016 17,016 8 18 7.04 
Council Bluffs District 159651 90, 425 58 349 2.2 1 102 8.15 502 30658 43 . Louisa 11,384 11,384 15 4.57 3 
1. Pottawattamie oT 25,317 285 9 1.69 5. Muscatine 31,296 13,010 92 32 17. 439 
2. Cass 18,647 12,845 50 a 9.15 2 6. Washington 20, 055 14,828 50 a1 9.25 568 
+ Harrison 2,7) 18,773 20 7.58 
. Mills 15,06 10, ae 17 5.09 431 Secondary districts: 
- Montgomery 15,697 9, 19 L7 422 
« Shelby 16,720 12,993 14 12 91 587 Burlington District Bele 36, 291 38 5u6 «457 122127 57-37 ©5598 ale 70 
; 1. Des Moines +804 10,972 255 39 27.42 
Proposed-secondary districts: 2. Henry 17,994 13,384 26 25 6.03 yko 
3. Lee 41,074 11,935 265 58 23.92 522 
Creston District 65,027 566994 88 60 0.9 59 85 23.35 359 ened 26 
1, Union 16,280 8, 60 1 4 Cedar Rapids District 171, 449 82,524 kg yen 25 25 12 105.31 614 3,158 5 
2. Adair 13,19 13,1 11 5. 969 1. Linn 89,142 22,301 287 126 15-37 713 
3 Adams 10,156 10,156 7 3.48 2. Benton 22,879 15,514 25 23 8.96 718 
+ Ringgold 11,137 11,137 10 ex 538 + Buchanan ' 20.93 16,649 35 26 7625 569 
5. Taylor 14, 258 14, 258 11 +20 526 - Delaware 18, 14,725 23 6.55 573 
5. Jones 19,950 13,335 15 17 7-18 585 
Osceola District 52,124 43,089 83 1145 2.2 ug oh 18.19 349 mt 27 
1. Clarke 10, 233 22 65 10 $3) Davenport District 129.8 (°) 34,018 26 eH 3.4 162 12 101.14 781 228s (as 
2. Decatur 14,012 14,012 30 11 74 £20 1. Scott 84,7 15, 109 69.13 453 
- Lucas 14,571 8,817 20 15 g:17 34 2. Clinton 44,722 18,452 175 53 32.01 695 
+ Wayne 13,308 13,308 13 17 532 
Dubuque District 107, 283 59,31 55 20 = 1a «116 7-18 533 2,030 53 
Isolated districts: 1. Dubuque 65.768 19,87 230 17 1.03 608 
: 2. Clayton +33 x 10 28 7.88 778 
Shenandosh District 399332 27,781 70 99 2.5 4g 1a 18.02 ‘456 1,047 38 3. Jackson 19,181 15,105 20 19 8.27 buy 
1. Page 887 1 a3 Ly 33 13.72 535 ; ; 
2. Fremont 14,645 14, 15 230 hl2 Ottumwa District 166,920 101,251 61 278 Sse 12 105 73.52 ho 30918 he 
: 1. Wapello 44, 280 12,710 162 27.29 37 
2. Appanoose 24, 245 15,832 50 18 8.67 523 
- Davis Bay 8, 40 1 3.21 
DES MOIWES REGION 736, 276 361,377 CT) 1,940 2.6 911 123 435.00 589 12,824 58 - Jefferson 15,762 5.989 al 6.6 
" : + Keokuk - 18,406 18, 11 23 6. 579 
Primary district: + Maharka 26,485 15,461 30 2 12.91 2 
7. Monroe 14,553 9,396 25 1 4.og 35 
Des Moines District 374,435 147,316 39 g19 2.5 525 140 243.89 0 6B 4,77 78 8. Van Buren’ 12,053 12,053 13 3.69 
1. Polk 195,835 31,764 « 788 322 163.67 5 
2. Boone soe 82 17, 33 ee 573 Proposed-secondary districts: 
» Dallas “i 18,672 20 39 ll. 
. Jasper 31,4 21,034 61 35 15.49 } 7 New Hampton District 97,356 74, 82 17 4794 168 101 104 37.30 383 3,031 32 
5. Madison 14,525 ee 12 60 5 1. Chickasaw ere. 12, 51 19 5.88 
6, Marion ie 16,445 10 FY 9.09 568 2. Allamakee 17,1 14,212 : 22 17 5.75 39 
7. Story 33,4 17,526 4o 20.00 568 - Fayette 29,151 21,350 51 36 12.97 728 
8. Warren 17,695 13,572 15 5.88 572 - Howard 13,531 10,001 25 ll 4,82 471 
5. Winneshiek 22, 263 16,960 30 18 7.88 688 
Secondary districts: 
Marshalltown District 99,122 63,862 64 359 3.6 125 125 0 hg. cid a) 
1. Marshall 35,406 16,166 { a 46 19. 57 SIOUX CITY REGION 589,482 399, 542 68 1,372. 2.3 633 107 296.43 503 16,150 37 
2. Hardin * 22,530 Wie 2 31 10. 574 
2° Poweshiok 18,758 13, a 9.50 589 Primary district: 
22,428 19,596 26 8.55 720 y 
: Sioux City District 175,672 77,048 yy Tie ee 216 123 111.09 632 3,422 51 
Mason City District 1 cig 86,065 64 358 = 2.6 1 100 67.2 896497 3, 39 1. Woodbury 103,627 21, 263 569 137 82.93 866 
1. Cerro Gordo 3, 13,001 225 . 30.79 oe 2. Cherokee sere 11,789 35 ou 8.15 3 
2. Floyd 20,169 11,488 60 22 8.41 3 Tda 7 11,047 29 13 5.02 31 
e ¥ranklin 16,379 12,373 46 15 5.73 ; + Monona 18,238 14,800 2 16 did 689 
+ Hancock 15, 402 15,402 2 5.88 0 5. Plymouth 23,502 18,149 5 26 8.41 863 
» Mitchell 1a 10,925 1 ge 7 f 
« Winnebago 13,972 11,427 7 18 56 ho2 Secondary districts: 
7. Worth 11, 11,449 6 206 4ol 
, , Carroll District 106,546 89,543 8h 135163 17. 110 #339 407 3,481 31 
Waterloo District 129, 382 64,134 50 3042.3 127 98 75.86 586, 2,089 62 1. Carroll 22,770 17,381 120 29 10.66 fle 
1. Black Hawk 79,946 18,854 254 83 55.74 967 2. Audubon 11,790 11,790 3 4.61 
2. Bremer » 17,932 13,776 50 20 8.26 _ ig + Crawford 20,538 16,177 15 1 7. 716 
» Butler 17,986 17,986 13 6.30 582 + Greene 16,599 12,511 25 6.7 Pe) 
« Grandy 13,516 13,518 11 5.56 501 rh Guthrie 17,210 17,210 16 5.7 
+ Sac 17,639 14,474 22 7-7 578 


See footnotes at end of table. 
See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 4.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
_ districts making up broad hospital. service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of horpital needs in the WEST NORTH CENTRAL STATES ~- Continued 


BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE POPULATION 2 lane prysicians 3/ income $/ 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) PERSONS 
ET RIDE nospitacs// PER 
AND ae { SQUARE 
COUNTY PER PER TOTAL MILE 
DESIGNATIONS TOTAL ete M 1000 | TOTAL | 100,000] (in 
totau | ~ PERSONS PERSONS | MILLIONS) 
IOWA : : 
(Continued) 
Yort Dodge District 128,790 89, 334 69 283 2.2 14300=~«COLL 65.46 508 3,459 37 
1. Webster 41,521 18,617 225 ’ 46 28.34 TL 
2. Calhoun 17,584 17,564 30 22 1638 572 
°3. Hamilton aoe 13,184 22 8.3 7 
. Humboldt 13, 2 10,640 7 5.28 35 
5. Pocahontas 16,26) 16, 266 20 6.55 580 
6. Wright 20,038 13,043 28 26 9.36 577 
Isolated districts: 
Spencer District 178,474 143,617 60 2he 1.4 157 88 ee hag 5,788 31 
1. Clay 17,762 Lee 26 18 10.1 571 
2. Buena Vista 19,838 14,564. 24 18 9.26 573 
é: Dickinson 12,185 12,185 15 13 5.65 382 
+ Emmet ipo 7,155 35 15 6.68 395 
5. Kossuth »630 21,676 30 18 10.32 979 
6, Lyon 15,374 12, 818 20 13 5.29 588 
7. O'Brien 19,293 15,525 32 al eee 575 
8. Osceola 10,607 10,60’ 16 9 42 3 
9. Palo Alto 16,170 12,7 23 13 6.55 oa 
10. Sioux 27,209 24, 528 a 19 8.59 766 
~ KANSAS 1,801,028 1,047,087 58 5,449 3.0 2,070 115 811.90 451 82,113 22 
KANSAS CITY REGION 1,217,504 722, 806 59 3,237 2.7 1,427 117 516.57 Yeh 47,710 6 
Primary district: 
Kansas City District 178,398 52,961 30 oe Honey 4 pair We 79.01 Wy 627 285 
1. Wyandotte 145,071 23,613 61 197 48 151 
2, Johnson 335327 29,348 15 20 9.53 476 
Secondary districts: 
Emporia District Tl, 52,03 72 oh ibys) TiO 32, 458 4,1 17 
1. Lyon ae 1,2 V1 33 isee pe 
2. Chase 6,345 23 5 2.24 774 
Fe Coffey 12,278 12,278 10 4,37 656 
+ Greenwood 16,495 12,692 ; 18 oe 1,150 
5. Morris 10,363 7,488 11 ae 707 
Port Scott District 64, 44, 037 68 145 2.2 62 96 23.98 372 21326 28 
1. Bourbon 20, 210, 387 110 21 8.89 39 
2. pape ee ie re 35 r 23 7-32 505 
a erson é ; 1l 3.90 577 
. Linn 11,969 11,969 7 3.87 607 
Hays District 69,482 58,278 8h 145 2.1 60 86 25.08 361 6,104 1 
1. Ellis 17,508 (11,123 ~ 145 15 6.01 900 
2. Graham 6,071 6,071 H 1.70 891 
+ Osborne 9,835 9,835 1 3-77 898 
» Rooks 8,497 8,497 T Le 89) 
- Rush 8,28 8, 285 2.9 7 
6. Russell 13,46 8, 11 5.82 897 
T» Trego 5,822 5,822 3 1.81 901 
Leavenworth District 6,270 44, 4o2 16 2.2 11 1g 8 6 5h 
1. Leavenworth Gite 21,892 if 130 pe} rhe ike ies iy 
2. Atchison 22, 222 9,574 45 ok 8.87 yor 
3. Doniphan 12,936 12,936 7 3.12 391 
Sabetha District 2157 58,992 85 18 2.6 0: LOW 26.0 04g 
1. Nemaha eH 16,761 100 ie 5.8 ae ‘ 709 2 
2. Brom 17,39 11, 285 25 13 7.32 578 
» Marshall 20,9 16,931 38 22 : 911 
- Pottawatomie 14,015 14,015 20 17 ' 5.08 850 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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fable 4,~- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,l/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated ” 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected i 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST NORTH CERTRAL STATES - Continued n 


KANSAS 
(Continued) 


Salina District 
1. Saline 
2. Dickinson 
Be Ellsworth 
» Lincoln 
5. Ottawa 


Topeka District 
1. Shawnee 
2. Jackson 
« Jefferson 
- Osage 
5. Wabaunsee 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Chanute District 
1. Neosho 
2. Wilson 
3. Woodson 


Concordia District 
1. Cloud 
2. Jowell 
« Mitchell 
- Repubdlic 
5. Washington 


Lawrence District 


Manhattan District 
1. Riley 
2. Clay 
3. Geary 


Parsons District 
1. Labette 
2. Montgomery 


Pittsburg District 
1. Crawford 
2. Cherokee 


Isolated districts: 


Colby District 
1. Thomas 
2. Cheyenne 
gt Gove 
« Logan 
2: Rawlins 
- Sheridan 
7. Sherman 
8. Wallace 


Horton District 
1. Norton 
2. Decatur 
+ Phillips 
« Smith 


WICHITA REGION 
Primary district: 
Wichita District 
1. Sedgwick 


2. Butler 
3. Kingman 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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KANSAS 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


Great Bend District 
1. Barton 
2. Pawnee ¢ 


Halstead District | 
1. Harvey 
2. Marion 
3. McPherson 


Eutchinson District 
1. Reno 
2. Pratt 
+ Bice 
+ Stafford 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Dodge City District 
1. Ford 


Mulvene District 
1. Sumer 
2. Harper 


Winfield District 
1. Cowley 
2. Chautauqua 
i) 3. -Blk 


Teolated districts: 


Garden City District 
1. Finney 
2. Greeley 
» Homilton 
- Kearny 
> Lane 
« Hess 
T. Scott 
8. Wichita 


Liberal District 
1. Seward 


2. Grant 

« Haeckel) 
« Morton 
- Stanton 


» Stevens 


Medicine Lodge District 
1. ‘ber 


2. Comanche 


DULUTH HBGION 
Primary district: 


Daluth District 
1, St. Louis 
2. Aitkin 
+ Cook 
» Itacca 

2 Koochichizg 
« Lake 
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74 
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MINWESOTA 
(Continued) 


Becondary districts: 


Crookston District 
1. Polk 
2. Clearwater 
« Eittson 
+ Mahnomen 
5. Mershall 
6. Forman 
7. Pennington. 
&. Red Lake 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Bemidji District 
1. Beltrami 
-2. Hubbard 
- Lake of the Woods 
« Roseau - 


Brainerd District 
1. Crow Wing 
2, Cass 


Cloquet District 
1. Carlton 
2. Pine 


j 


MISWEAPOLIS REGION 
Primary district: 


Minneapolis District 
1, Hennépin 
2. Anoka 
. Carver 
+ Dakota 
« Isanti 
« KeLeod 
7. Wright 


Secondary districts: 


Fergus Falls District 
1. Otter Tail 
2. Becker 
. Clay 
+ Douglas 
5. Grant 
6. Traverse 
7. Wadena 
8. Wilkin 


Mankato Dietrict 
1. Blue Zarth 
2. Faribavlt 
+ Martin 
4. Nicollet 
5. Waseca 


New Ulm District 
1. Brown 
_ 2. Cottonwood 
. Jackson 
+ Redwood 
+ Renville 
+ Watonwan 


8t. Cloud District 


5.975 
15,103 


50,872 
50, 226 


20, 646 
2690 


a2 
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1,960,872 
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Table 4.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital factiities,+/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated Table 4.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,)/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 4 districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST NORTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued . _ tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST HORTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued 
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BEDS IN GENERAL BEDS eer 
STATE POPUL & AMD y STATE 
REGION ahi ALLIED bogeys baht we] ( REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) area S/ 
pisTRICT HOSPITALS PER i DISTRICT HOSPITALS vf PER 
AND Ate eS RURAL P3435 20) ; SQUARE AND SQUARE 

COUNTY PER Tor. MILE COUNTY MILE 

DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


* MINNESOTA MISSOURI 
(Continued) “7 (Continued) 
Secondary districts: 
St. Paul District aN 46,114 1 2,592 7.4 3 wh 276.35 791 969 =. 361 Hannibal District 77,525 56,660 73 a Se SR f ies 204 375 2,594 30 
1. Ramsey aie 16,206 ; 2 be9 Ree hee 160 1. Marion aie ) 10,711 225 43 ié.68 fio 
2, Chisago One 1 DA fe 9 ie sie) 2. a cn pees et a) 
+ Washington I 16,78 2 : ° + Monros , ’ ° 
3 bos t - Ralls re tee 5 1.72 478 
Shakopee District 83,597 64,537 17 216. 86 103 31.63 378 1,869 45 5. Shelby 11,224 11, 224 10 3.58 502 
- 1. Scott 15,585 15,585 lle 14 5.83 2 : 
2, Le Sueur 19, 227 19, 227 18 19 7.18 1 Jefferson City District 62, 085 35,227 57 1001.6 60 37 23-17 373 1,589 39 
o Fe Rice 32,160 13,100 We 86 40 12.62 495, 1. Cole 34,912 10,644 100 4 17.58 5 
. Sidley 16,625 16,625 13 6.00 581 2. Miller 14,798 12, 208 8 3.70 03 
3. Osage 12,375 12,375 11 1.89 601 
Proposed-secon districts: . 
ix dary '. Rolla District 93,533 85,060 91 143°C T 78 261 252 4973 19 
Little Falls District 52,682 454635 89 9 1.9 30 57 16.85 320 2, ok 1. Phelps 17,437 12, 296 143 1 -08 2 
1, Morrigon 27,473 21,4 rs 17 7.67 1,136. 2. Crawford 12,693 12,512 2 3.00 7 
) 2, Kanabec 9,651 9,652 3 2.87 525 ‘ 2 Dent 11,7 H 8,612 3.61 756 
3. Mille Lacs 15,558 15,558 15 10 6.31 568 - Gasconade 12,41 12,414 15 3.20 520 
‘ ! y 5. Maries 8,638 8,638 2 68 526 
Montevideo District 64, 822 56, 873 88 204 3.1 47 73 28.00 432 2, 860 3 6. Pulaski 10,775 10,775 & 2.68 551 
1. Chippewa 16,927 11,707 50 u 8.95 582 7. Texas 19,813 19,813 17 4,36 1,183 
2. Lac qui Parle 15,509 15,509 5 10 5. 773 
. Swift 15,469 12,740 2 10 6.52 747 Proposed-secondary districts: 
. Yellow Medicine 16,917 16,917 57 16 7.13 158 
Kirksville District 122, 314 98, 64s 81 63005 108 88 37.21 «© 304 4,952 5 
Pipestone District 93,368 71,979 77 333: 3.6 72 11 42.89 459 3,622 6 1, Adair 20, 246 10,166 63 23 8.83 574 
1. Pipestone 13,794 9,112 61 12 7-27 46 2. Clark 10,166 10,166 7 2.55 509 
2, Lincoln 10,797 10,797 61 8 3.58 540 de Knox b 8,878 8,878 4 2.23 2 
3: Lyon 21,569 13,598 91 18 11.75 713 - Linn 21,416 12,036 a 7.50 4 
. Murray 15,060 15,060 25 8 5.38 708 2° Macon 21,396 17,190 17 7.30 614 
4 Nobles 21,215 15,207 ; 59 20 10.14 712 + Putnan 11,327 11,327 9 2.04 518 
+ Bock 10,933 7,819 16 6 4.77 4g5 7. Schuyler 6,627 6,627 rhaeas 1.81 
8. Scotland 8,557 8,557 7 2.32 1 
Isolated districts: : ‘ 9. Sullivan 13,701 13,701 13 2.63 654 
Morris District 21,486 18,272 85 BOE eR 18 8h 2:9 464 1,080 20 Tsolated districts: 
1. Stevens 11,039 1485 32 nf a 570 ge ye ath 45,656 WoL 6s 3 . bs; ei 
2. Big Stone 10, 10, 0 11 . fe) ebanon Sistrio ° ° . 2 10. 2) 2,1 
es r v x 5 are ou 1. Laclede 18,718 13,693 a 2 : 4.85 m3 es a 
2. Camden 8,971 8,971 8 hte 
3. Wright 17,967 17,967 10 9 4b 
ROCHESTER REGION 270,808 169,639 63 1,874 6.9 708 261 132.03 hes 6, 246 43 
Primary district: 
; KANSAS CITY REGION 1,114,170 512,747 46 3,307 3.0 1,634 147 611.27 549 19,870 56 
Rochester District 130,636 91,158 70 1,520 11.6 593.454 63.46 8486 3,228 40 : 
1. Olmeted 2,658 16,3 1,299 508 2-87 ” 655 Primary district: 
2. Dodge 12,931 12,931 10 52 435 
. Fillmore 25,830 25,830 15 Pad 9.96 859 Kansas City District p297836 150, 460 5 2,631 4.4 1,066 179 423.21 710 3,748 = 159 
+ Goodhue 31,564 21,602 120 30 15.97 758 1. Jackson 77,828 62,584 2,557 915 37946 603 
5. Wabasha 17,653 14, Wig 86 ig 7.14 521 2. Cass 19,934 19,5 al ¥ 
L Clay 30,417 - 19,267 58 54 16. yy 
Secondary districts: + Johnson a,61 15,749 16 oy Tel 8 
2: Lafayette 27, 18,982 36 2° 634 
Austin District 87,642 hg, Wi 55 227 256 72 82 WH. 50h 1,830 - 4s + Rey 18,584 1h, 3a 16 % 574 
1. Mower 36,113 17, 806 105 29 17. 703 . 
2, Freeborn 32.180 19,580 72 17.53 joe Secondary districts: 
3. Steole 19,7 ll, 1 200 : 
re oe 3 i se: Marshall District 65,314 49,642 76 1001.5 75 115 21.39 327 2,22 30 
Winona District 52,530 30, 040 57 127 43 —s«B2 24.38 «WRC (asec O 1. Saline 29,416 17,81 100 43 11.07 
1. Winona 37,795 15, 305 112 31 19.15 623 _ 2. Carroll 17,814 13,7 seth) p69 Be 
2. Houston 14,735 14,735 15 12 5.23 565 3. Chariton 18,084 * 18,084 17 43 759 
MISSOURI 3,784,664 1,823,968 4s 12,740 3.4 , 5, 140 1,908.28 50% 69,270 St. Joseph District 145,956 64,630 M5 323-22 189 13172. 2,098 
3596 7 3 5,299 908 5 9,27 55 Shi ntact pidge ieee Pe nf Ute 500 oF 69 
2. Andrew 13,015 13,015 1% 2.52 430 
cae a eee fe ae ie 
COLUMBIA REGION P hol, A i ‘ ; ; Hate 9.75 9. ‘ Z 
549, 205 755. 173 * 1,0N9. 2.1 547° 100,161.56 «351 20,361 aT 5. Platte 13,862 13,862 1 pee a 
Primary district: Proposed-secondary districts: e 
Columbia District 148,092 85, 8 4 4 1 132 6 1 Wo1by : 
1. Boone 34,991 1 Bop 5 26 a 7 ; 29:02 “ 683 é Baryiile District 70,63 64,93 92 80 1.1 69.98 i heh fo SOK ve Bare Lier 
2. Audrain 22,67 10, 53 a 8.81 692 1. Fodaway 25,5 19,8 80 31 9.01 817 
3: Callaway 23,09 14,797 30 5.94 5 ah site 12,897 12,897 14 ho ug 
. Cooper 18,07 11,986 15 23 6.28 3 \ + Gentry 134399 134999 10 3.47 
5. Howard 13,0 10,418 20 13 3.45 9 + Holt 12, 471 12, 471 9 3.21 ws 
6. Moniteau Pate 9, 250 33 3 3,42 4g 5. Worth 6,345 6,345 5 1.62 7 
7. Randolph 2k, 11,538 105 33 10.97 hgh 


See footnotes at end of table. 
36 See footnotes at end of table. 
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MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
(Continued) (Continned) 
Sedalia District LL) MSR oo a To. 09 Re AP eg Aes Cag sa pre meaner SIRT TOR ) a hd aaa MN ot It BY Dig) 6l ok 2 
1. Petti i i . 
- List : i 330388 ite 3 258 we Primary district: 
- Henry 22,515 ney bi : 1eld District 186,12 117, 6 13 rab Bia 67.31 2 41 45 
* Morgan 11,140 11,140 3 3.01 es ae aie oe er 3 Ae 5 ihe 3 SEs 36 on 
Isolated districts: = — yg 7 3 he 7 
Nevada District 76,466 650327 85 470.6 72 of 19.08 250 3,284 23 Ps “a ae ay = a0 bon os 4 26 
yearns 25.58) ©. Ue - 3 tor om 6. Polk 17,800 UT 17 4.28 6u2 
5: Peres 1463 Bs a = bs oy 7. Webster 17,22 —-17,226 8 4.33 
* Hicko 6, 6. in 182 ki0 
5. 8t. Clair | 13,146 13,146 5 1 2.28 699 Secondary districts: 
Tyenton District 84,034 66,294 +79 56 0.7 SM ee MS sine Ps oiga eee dare hs a4 2.2 6 Pra veers Sc eee 
rs Miya i re i j nee * 14 355 ‘i pe 2. Barton 14,148 11,156 13 5.87 Pas 
\Nacdees : 238 154398 _ 43 £3 ES 3. Hewton 29,039 22,792 26 18 Tsk 29 
» Harri ° ° ° 
2° tavinertin 18,000 9,988 % 7.05 32 Isolated districts: 
+ Mercer 8,766 8,766 2.03 Branson District 87,282 83,463 96 10 0.1 ug «55 Ss«aK67. «168 = 070s 
1. Taney 10,3 10,323 6 2.08 656 
2, Barry ‘ 236 19,727 10 1 5. 800 
ST. LOUIS HEGION 1,726,002 649,576 387,732 M45 Th «189 980.35 568 18,968 9 gee con et ata : 2 a 
. Ozark 10, é 10, 76! 6 97 756 
Primary district: . Stone 11,298 11,298 6 1.62 509 
8t. Louis District 1,189,465 (215,944 18 7,21 6.1 2,397 202 836. 103 3,146 378 
NWA. Loale 6) 1,090,278 149,810 71 2,304 ro. 558 
2. Franklin 33,868 0776 ho 33 ll. 2 
+ Jefferson Fog ee it 5 ae 3 me i ; 
. St. Charles e . 9 e 
ke Wieten 7,734 17 9 2.01 28 NEBRASKA 1,315,834 801,686 61 4,626 3.5 1,635 12 613.73 466 76,653 17 
Secondary districts: 4 
Gnes Ol tinea 96,408 58,969 61 193 2.0 @ 82 33.48 347 2,091 4 LINCOLN REGION 366,688 217,083 59 1,184 3.2 5lO 83=—-139—'s«éi60.84 Qs, 45 32% 
1. Cape Girardeau 37,775 15,236 171 18.05 pie Primary district: 
2. Bollinger ae iiten " pear wat ' 
. Perry ° ° * bi D 4, 4, y 
> Scott 30, 377 19, 38% 22 18 9-54 Ms grr tale troy pede rated wy 3 is as a ge6 ee 5 ig 
Poplar Bluff District 15,865 120,589 16 143 1s 54 34.50 ako Mos ¥ 5 ee ip.a10 ged +s ae 23 oe 
- Butle . ° ° 
Te aart “e206 ses ‘ 3 a Ps . Seward 14,167 12,341 10 17 : 572 
. Dunklin ° ° hd C FY . 
+a Ripley ee ae 3 get 639 Proposed-secondary districts: 
5. Stoddard 33, 29, i : ; 
races rk < seek i 3 + Beatrice District 62,098 Te 139 gu Ag ee tT es 
: 2. Jeff. 1532 228 1 i -02 
Proposed-secondary districts: ¥ Safes: gdh aces - ; 275 at 
Louisiana District w5, 168 ho. bas 90 50 1.21 ho 69 13.38 6 1.943 25 + Feaane 8,514 8,514 % 8 2. 33 
1. Pike ° ° ° 
ae i. 16,385 6 bse 629 maa * chil eH 624999 78 pe 1.8 H 116 ate 395 ae 20 
3. Montgomery 12,442 12, 7 3.14 533 2. Clay ic sche Bs 5.50 pa 
: gs Franklin 17 76740 7 3-36 578 
solated districts: : . Kearney 6,854 6,854 16 g = 512 
Charleston District 19.71 HT 6 55 G5 5) a,bTB TO 8: thager leeee bspee 20 u ict a7 
1. Mississi,; . ° ° y i 
a a 8 pp a ster a: she 679 7. Webster 8,071 8,071 & 2.85 575 
3. Pemiscot : 857 37,617 29 12.21 48s ebresks City District 50,95 33,829 66 136007 55 108 19.8. 389 1,560 33 
Mlat River District 93,813 74,743 80 61 0.7 68 72 0 506 67 34589 6 a weerres sider ee 57 x ig 2 
a da Francois 23° eas 25 f ae Zn 3. Richardson 19,178 13,032 a 22 7.16 sh 
> Madison 9, 656 6,242 8 2.60 York District 26,291 20, rs) 1 118 10.2 88 1,1 
4 le j are 3370 q $13 0 ‘ : a York x thar My crs : Es Gy “A eal 4 
. e, evieve . . ° ° ° 
2: wamiuetee pes #2 BS 5 4 pi Fillmore 11,417 11,417 10 3.72 577 
West Plains District 47, 43, 2 22 (0.5 22 46 10. 217 2,70 18 
a aesar etric le exe 9 22 An fe LA} See footnotes at end of table. 
2. Oregon 13,390 13,390 5 2.58 784 
3. Shannon 11,831 11,831 3 1.51 999 


8ee footnotes at end of table. g ’ 37 
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BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE AND iwoome 4/ np STATE 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) area 8/ | PERSONS REGION 
DISTRICT nosPiTaLs/ ‘0 PER orsTRioT 
AND ee ee SQUARE AND SQUARE 
COUNTY MILE oouNTY MiLe 
DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


(Continued) (Continued) 
y Isolated districts: 
: Imperial District 10,432 10,432 100 7 2.6 9s) LiGT 4.20 4031, 82 6 
OMAHA RRGION lig, 146 58,603 62 34h2 3.6 1,12 9 452.89 477 65,197 15 12 Chasé 5,310 5,310 19 4 2.66 sof 
Primary district: 2. Dundy \ 5,122 5,122 g 3 1.54 92 
Omaha District 1,666 0,0 22 «2,008 6h 2 17h am. 6 2, 1 O'Heill District Th, 838 72,306 97 53° O67 55 73 ASL BQ 7099 
1. Decgins pede be 15920 a1 if 176.08 "5 eH 39 1. Holt 16,552 14,020 20 i0 4.77 2,408 
2. Dodge 23.799 11,937 55 28 12.02 529 2. Boyd 6,060 6,060 18 4 2.10 5 
» Sarpy 10,635 10,855 8 2.3 230 ge ueae 4 ie ah ned 13 4.50 Lhe) 
. Saunders 17,892 15, 20 15 6-36 756 * psec 2" aus * 2 ae an 
9+: Washington see Gnas 15 ” 3. 385 é: Knox 16,478 26,478 ul Maze 1,124 
. Valley 8,163 8,1 1 8 2. 0 
Secondary districts: : 8.) Whsédler ] 2,170 et 5 132 elt 
1 District 4734 ‘ 0 ho 17.74 1 6 
ese ry ooh tee) Tee oe eta Bo Oe BRA Path Saeemee Sidney District 22,723 19,335 85 68 3.0 A 9210.86 B95 
2. Dawes 10,128 5,86 25 12 5.62 16389 1. Cheyenne 9,505 oll? 4g 7 5.44 1,1 
3+ Sheridan 24869 2869 10 1 5.07 2,le ii sing aber ee : 3 ed 
smeoee wee i F 62 river ; Garden rg 80 ag a mM 1.78 1,685 
Coluabas District 81,806 TL, 366 87 1922.3 82 100 26.41 347 3,680 22 5+ Kimball 3.913 3,913 20 6 1.67 953 
« Plat '. . $ 
a ted er ee 155 2 {it 65 Valentine District 30, 259 30,259 100 4g 166 2 «66 ee 30412, 466 2 
3. Butler 13,106 13,106 12 15 “73 2 1. Cherry 94637 9.637 15 6 . 5.982 
eyed 10,627 at ti ‘ke one 2. Blaine 1,538 i 358 1 ST m1 
5: Merrick 9, 351 3,338 nu 3.64 467 2 Brown 5,962 5,962 22 5 26 1,218 
. Hence 7,053 1,655 16 7 2, 38 Me mesa fed od eu ; the ae 
. Polk g, 8, 2. . ’ ’ : 
7. Po 7 i 7 9 i if 3 : 33 6: tere : 31235 3255 = ie 18 
Grand Ieland District 3 ‘ 191 2 20. 1,64 28 : , ’ : 
rgd Ene Dat a es: 1 mo 1B i ie vit Son 1 1) ae SO 
2, Hamilton 9,982 9,982 16 8 3.02 5h 9+ Thomas 1,553 1,553 1 52 716 
3. Howard 8, 422 8,422 4 2.27 566 
Norfolk District 64, 51,327 - 80 1502.3 67-104 22.47 us 2,872 22 
nee Sree |e ee a 
© ° . 1 ° 8 
ci rplegg “eo Rae rade ; 305 3 NORTH DAKOTA 641,935 510,012 79503349 518 Bl 5.59 39770,054 2g 
+ Stanton 6,887 6,887 3 1.68 a 
5. Wayne 9,880 7,161 9 3.60 3 
Pivcdbsdcehsouhiey atetrictss BISMARCK REGION 158,694 130,874 82 4763.0 1160 73—s—s«dWQ— «325s 6 
Kearney District 67,82 67.823 18 we 17 97 11.35.07 MoL—Ssé«é«i «a Primary district: 
e ° ° 2 ° - 
ti cola Serer teens 5 be 28 Br Bimarok District s7,868 65,687 75 326367 S293 3K 5S 10,508 si 
e Dawson 17,890 14, 202 30 8.57 983 1. Burleigh 22,736 7,240 255 47 13.92 1,648 
. Harlan 7,130 74130 3 1.60 575 2. Bmmons 11,699 11,699 5 3. 1,546 
: i tie be ' Oke me ve bee : oe 
. Sherman 7.76 17 11 5 2.01 570 5- Morton 20,184 13,499 2 15 rat i933 
McCook District 41,51 ; 8 126 0 Y 82 17% 416 4, LOv ba Lie dy 3,859 3,85) 239 720 
ag arabe 11,951 fe 5 I 2 ee a 7. Sheridan 6,616 ereie 2 1.19 995 
2. Frontier 6,417 o4lT i 21 966 
¢ Yornas 10,098 10,098 ho 10 4.29 720 Proposed-secondary districts: 
+ Go 6) 26 | 
% Sod 3s 3 3s 87 1 oF pee Dickinson District 58,08 52,24 90 2039s 8 28 «= MB Ss«iHBLSBTD—s«C10, 665 5 
6. Hitchcock hol ha 11 6 2.06 722 ayer 15.41 9575 86 12 6.40 1,319 
: 2. tered apa rp ys 1 pin 1,139 
North Platte District 1, 872 26,284 6 1.8 81 20. yy H : , ’ 2 1. 2,068 
1. Lincoln 25,425 12,996 : Le | i257 a Faget Li 8: doten Valley ¢ sae sige 4 1158 1,014 
2, Keith 8,333 5,174 4 454 1,072 : Grant 8, 264 8, 264 17 ; 2 1.28 1,672 
Fe Logan 1.7 The 1 " 570 > Hettinger 7.457 7.457 4 2.46 1,135 
. McPherson 1,175 1,175 1 ell 555 7. Mercer 9,611 9,611 3 2.27 1,092 
5. Perkins 5,197 5,197 2 2.53 885 8. Slope 2,932 2,932 i.) 1,226 
wour vistors: viear ct ~ 4,756 29,595 66 80 1.8 LT) 2 +) 2 A Teolated districts: 
- Scotts Bluff +91 18, i 
ie bad 33s J ae 80 39 ware i Tort Yates District 12. M3 12,983 100 nu 3.6 6 4.133193, 28 4 
, + Bioux : 419 é 
3. Morrill 9,436 9,4 9 3.13 1,403 Bees ur eck urea 7 : ae 1,124 
Winnebago District 56,600 49,5 8s 1310243 46 8 19.10 337 2,170 6 3+ Bowman 3,860 3,860 2 1.61 1,170 
re nab 10, 243 10, aa 85 7 2.83 b 
Gining ives riba Z 13 . lly See footnotes at end of table. 
+ Dakota 9.836 5, 280 7 2.47 255 
5. Dixon 10, 413 10,413 8 T 3.46 4go 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to sn evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST NORTH CEFPRAL STATES - Continued 


STATE 
REGION PERSONS 
DISTRICT PER 
AND ae 
oounTY ue 
DESIGNATIONS 


HORTH DAKOTA 
(Continued) : 
FAROOQ REGION 335, 289 253,753 76 1,%1 3.8 295 «= 88147630439 6,559 13 
Primary district: § 
Fargo District ‘perthe 77.492 65 ea 4,9 122 #102 62.51 §22 7.119 17 
1. Cass * 52, 20, 269 1 79 35-15 1, 
2. Barnes 17,81 21,897 100 12 8.03 1, 
- Ransom 10,061 10,061 6 4.05 863 
» Richland 20,519 16,772 - 23 15 8.61 1,450 
+ Steele 6,193 6,193 3 1.45 710 
» Traill 12,300 12, 300 16 7 5.22 861 
Secondary districts: 
Devils Lake District 950119 48,915 89 o 4.6 ho 73 19.90 361 5,826 9 
1, Rensey 15,6 9,422 1 16 8.08 1,24 
2. Benson 12,629 12,629 31 8 2.77 1,412 
: Cavalier 13,923 13,923 2 2 3.69 1,513 
» Eddy 5,742 5,741 2.58 6 
5. Towner 7,200 7,200 3 2.78 ks 
Grand Yorks District ape 25,429 54 190s 44 has 119 ay.42 559 2,435 18 
1. Grand Forks 2518 14, 290 175 7 21.54 1,438 
2. Welson 9,129 9,129 15 5 2.88 997 
Jamestown District 52, Ys, 206 83 ats athe yf ke 79 19.93 376 5,776 9 
1. Stutsman 23, 14,7 116 ' 27 11% 2,274 
2. Foster 5,8 5,8 25 5 2.63 64s 
- Griggs 5,818 5, m8 i 2.02 ret 
- La Moure 10, 298 10,298 2.58 1,137 
5. Logan 7,561 7,561 3 1.28 1,003 
Proposed-secondary districts: : 
Grafton District 36,418 32, 36 69 73 2.0 5 69 13.29 365 2,411 15 
1. Walsh 20, 747 16,677 60 16 7.81 a, 
2. Pembina 15,671 15,671 13 9 5.48 sl 
Isolated districts: : 
Oakes District 27,373 27, 100 16 0.6 14 51 7225-265 2,992 9 
1. Dickey 9,696 le, 16 th 345 ah 
2. McIntosh 8, on H 1.82 993 
3. Sargent 8,693 8,693 1.98 . 855 
MIWOT EEGION 147,752 125,385 85 166) Se28 1107, 72 55.90 378 19,036 8 
Primary district: 
Minot District 69,683 53,106 76 341 4,9 85 85 yy 2860 
1. Ward 31.961 15,404 341 re pipes . ine : 
2. Burke I? 5 7,65, 4 4 1,141 
+ KcBenry 14,0 14,0 6 3.52 1,890 
» Mountrail : 10,482 10,482 4 Sel 1,900 
5. Renville ; 5.533 5-533 3 1. 901 
Secondary districte: 
Williston District 31,827 26,037 82 wo 4b 17 11, 6,2 
ie Tilliane 16,315 10,525 iho 10 z nae 9 aged: “ 
2. Divide 7,086 7,086 6 pe : 1,303 
3. MoKensie 8,426 8,426 1 1.58 2,810 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Bottinean District 25,836 25,836 100 166-64 2 77 7.05 273 2,612 10 
1. Bottineau 13,253 13,253 5 10 3495 1,699 
2. Rolette 12,583 12,583 91 10 : 3.10 913 
Rugby District 20, 406 20,406 100 119 45.8 11 54 6.68 327 2,353 9 
1. Pierce 9,208 9, 208 ip 5 3.15 1,053 
2. Wells : 11,198 11,198 6 3.53 1,300 


8ee footnotes at end of table. 


Table 4.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST NORTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued 


BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE : POPULATION 2/ apes Prysicians 2/ 
REGION ALLIED sen 
seine HOSPITALS 
AND aaa" SS el 
county PER PER 
DESIGNATIONS 1,000 
PERSONS 
/ 


SOUTH DAKOTA 642,961 4eh, 874 15 2,220° 3.5 508 79 276.72 430 76,536 g 


SIOUX FALLS REGION 642, 961 keh, a7 15 2,220 3.5 508 79 276.72 430 76,536 8 
Primary district: 
Sioux Falls District 103,272 59.922 5s 3623.5 8h 81 52.206 506 3,102 33 
1. Minnehaha 57,697 16,865 3uy 58 ee 81 
2. Lincoln 13,171 10,653 6 3. 57 
« McCook 9793 94793 6 2.57 517 
+ Moody 9, 541 9,341 18 5 e 9 523 
5. Turner 13,270 13,270 9 61 611 
Secondary districts: 
Aberdeen District 72,418 55,403 71 251 3.5 58 80 32.47 dg 7.359 10 
- Brown 29,676 12,661 185 32 19.79 1,677 
2. Edsunds 7,814 7,814 10 4 1.99 1,153 
+ Faulk 5,168 5,168 19 H 1 
- Marshall 8,880 . 8,880 3.27 875 
5. McPherson 8,353 8,353 au 2 1.79 1,151 
+ Spink 12,527 12,527 13 13 4.03 1, 
Hot Springs District 21,267 aes 81 166 —-7.8 310146 6.64 312 5,400 y 
1. Fall River 8,089 * 4,006 115 ee | aS 1,748 
2. Custer 6, 6,0 Bisc 2. 1,552 
. Shannon 5, 5, 5l 2 250 960 
+ Washington 1,789 1,789 1 ell 1,140 
Mitchell District 57.129 gf Gers 82 231 = 44.0 46 80 23.35 Yoh 39% 15 
1. Davison 15,336 2703 2s 16 11.92 32 
2. Aurora 2387 9 387 i 1.04 Til 
« Douglas gas i 1.69 435 
- Hanson 5, 5, 4 1.87 431 
+ Hutchinson 12,668 12,668 13 9 3.50 si 
. Miner 6,836 6,836 7 Le 571 
7+ Sanborn 5,754 5.754 3 1.69 572 
Pierre District 19, 15,087 78 1020 (55.3 14 72 8.82 ey 5,872 3 
1. Hughes ore esol 102 9 4.86 762 
2. Ryde 3,113 3,113 1 1.15 869 
e i 31045 3,085 2 a 1,665 
2 oy , . - ® 
5. Sally eee 2 eee 2 66 eds 
Rapid City District 4o, 984 24,132 59 164 4.0 yy 107 23.29 568 99927 4 
1. Pennington 23,799 9,955 164 31 phe 2,77 
2. Haakon 3,515 3,515 3 Ve 1,815 
+ Jackeon 1,955 1,955 2 1.05 
+ Meade 9.735 6,7 & 3-51 3, 
5. Washabaugh 1,9 5 I 14 1,061 
Watertowm District 52,53 390172 75 162° A362 ho 76 23.2% hho 3,507 15 
1. Codington 17,01 2397 135 19 12.69 691 
2. Clark 8, 8, 2.68 976 
+ Devel 8, 8, 3 2.10 636 
+ Grant 10,552, 7,807 27 T 3.52 68h 
5+ Hamlin ® 7.562 7,562 5 2.25 520 
Yankton District 48, 233 38,111 19 170-345 47 97 19.13 397 1,961 Fs] 
1. Yankton 16,725 9,927 170 20 88 5h 
2. Bon Homme 10, 241 10,241 11 2.79 ‘0 
- Clay 9,592 6,268 10 91 
+ Union 11,675 11,675 6 255 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Deadwood District 27,097 15,477 57 100 3.7 28 = 103 15.28 ©6564 3,051 9 
1. Lawrence 13,095 Tuts 75 a 10.17 800 
2. Butte 8, 8, 5 7 5.11 2,251 


8ee footnotes at end of table. 
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= io 1/ of ndary, sed-zecondsry, and isolated 
— i based xist hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated Table 5.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, seco » propo fs 
ge oh a ola ca reer itnl aartlon Suited: and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected itens per- districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
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BEDS IN GENERAL 
AND 


STATE STATE 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL areca 8/ | PERSONS REGION 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS PER DISTRICT 
AND SQUARE AND 
COUNTY MILE Ghuery 


DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
(Continued) 
Huron District 31,566 20,723 66 69-22 22 70 15.65 496 3,225 10 DELAWARE 266,505 127,073 4g 1,230 4.6 | 339 «127-)=S «197.80 = TH 1,978 135 
1. Beadle 19,648 8,805 50 16 11.06 1,261 
2. Hand +166 1166 19 : ee We 
. ° 2152 ° 
“i Aavechorrag Pe ie : a WILMINGTON REGION 266,505 127,073 48 1,230 4.6 339 «127 «197-80 «THe «1,978 135 
Madison District 803 29,43 74 98 = 2.5 27 8 17-57 3 2,191 —18 : 
1. Lake iene 71308 e 8 5.67 ; 571 Primary district: 
2. Brookings 16,560 11,214 g 12 “19 801 , 
3. Kingsbury 10,831 10, 831 i «ll £19 Wilmington District 266, 505 127,073 kg 1,230 4.6 339s «127 197.60 The 1,978 135 
a ‘ 1. New Castle 1 gee pe i, 253 1 re 37 
Mobridge District 29,3 26,37 90 90 3-1 13 9079: 333 » 805 2. Kent EL 97 9 22. 5 
Le Nalsorth 1.27 4, 24 50 5 3.86 137 3. Sussex 52,502 44,550 20 iT 34.39 ane 
2. Campbell 5,033 5,033 1 +79 763 
+ Corson 6,755 +755 ho : eel ioe 
. Dewey ‘ »10' oT ° ’ 
5. Potter Re eee 3 2.07 
Rosebud District 26, 250 26,250 100 TL esT 12 (MG 7-40 282—Ss«G, 7 4 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 663,091 4212644 2243538 = 700220 106 61 10,870 
1. Todd 5,714 5,714 55 2 +69 1,388 
2. Bennett 3,983 3,983 2 78 1,187 
2 Jones 2,509 2,509 2 3) 973 
+ Mellette 4,107 4,107 a 1 ss py rl 
kaha id 2008t an33t ; f FLORIDA 1,897, 414 851,623 45; 5,574 2.9 2,276 120 900.91 475 54,262 35 
Webster District 29,452 26,939 92 82 2.8 16 54 8.52 289 2.171 14 
1. Day 13,565 a ° 50 : ee we 
2. Roberts 15,8 ; 2 ; f 
ns “le z ‘ JACKSONVILLE REGION 935,639 515,337 55 2,274 = 2.4 937 100 380.53 407 29,366 32 
Isolated districts: \ Prise al etsints 
ain District 1, 0 1,0 100 2y 20 64 6 1 477 
 acatte ete eC Eo Oes i Bede z Jacksonville District 262,676 70,463 aT HET 267 102 «M75 SMO 
2, Buffalo 1,853 1,853 20 2 .17 1. Duval 210,143 33,512 Buy 228 125. 77 
. Charles Mix 13g aie 37 e 2.95 Hoe 2. eal ; neu srt ; pad 
aR K i‘ or i i ‘ 
- Gregory 9.5 9.5) 33 3-87 23 weiter 6.466 6:68 ; 1°38 538 
Lemmon District 12,512 12,512 100 TOMO 6 4g 3.66 293 por 2 5. Nassau 10,826 7.334 10 2.54 50 
i: Perkine 6,585 6,585 12 3 2.64 2, 6. St. Johns 20,012 7,922 121 17 9.36 609 
2. armstrong ko ye 518 
. Harding 3,010 3,010 1 64 2,683 Secondary districts: : 
-« Ziebach 2,8 2, 2 «38 1,982 ‘ 
4 ae : 2 a Daytona Beach District 75,416 34, 249 45 2u7 3.3 100 =: 133 38.98 | 517 2,401 31 
1. Volusia 53,710 19,683 177 86 31.83 1,115 
2. Flagler 3,008 3,008 1 ‘2B 4g3 
1/ Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 3. Putnam 18,698 11,558 70 13 6. 803 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 4 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals Orlando District 145,894 74,604 51 580 4.0 225154 {§-13 536 4,590 32 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 1. Orange 70,074 25, 563 7 133 285 916 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 2. Brevard 16,142 10, 8.17 1,032 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affaires are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a + Lake 27,255 1pess tie 35 ath 996 
local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals + Osceola aaah sgl 12 3. 1,325 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. 5. Seminole 22, 12,087 22 18 9.95 
2/ County population totals from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940 ~ ’ 
3/ Physician totals represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory. Pensacola District 103,652 66, 203 64 2252 101 97 37.49 © 362 2,625 39 
4/ Estimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid for goods and 1. Escambia 74,667 37,218 225 87 32.78 663 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 2. Okaloosa 12,900 12,900 9 2.27 938 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 3. Santa Rosa 16,085, 16,085 5 24h 1,024 
Management, Yol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. | 
te Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. &. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: Proposed-secondary districts: 
1940, . 
6/ Districts were outlined with St. Louis City and St. Louis County treated as a single political unit. Gainesville District 13.360 59°767 75 1021.3 66 83 22.22 280 3,360 24 
1. Alachua 38,607 +850 65 32 13.27 B92 
2. Columbia 16,859 11,023 37 4 79 786 
» Gilchriat 4, 250 4, 250 2 88 339 
+ Levy 12,550 12,550 5 2.46 1,103 
5. Union ‘ ,094 3 82 
Panama City District 112,278 93,01 83 Ce 6 58 22.80 4, 
1. Bay 20, 686 9,07 50 20 6.63 cH phd ¥ 
2, Calhoun 8,218 8,218 4 1. 557 
é° Gulf 6951 6, 1 5 she 57 
+ Holmes 15,447 15,447 6 1.39 
5. Jackson 428 29, 34 18 72h gh2 
6. Walton 14, 246 11,67 i0 \ 2.67 1,046 
7. Washington 12, 302 12,302 8 1.85 597 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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FLORIDA 
(Continued) 


Isolated districts: 


BEDS IN GENERAL 
AND 


STATE 
REGION LIEO SPECIAL (DOLLARS) area S/ | PERSONS 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS PER 
AND SQUARE 
COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS 


Live Oak District 66,029 57,204 87 37 56 444 219 4,156 16 GEORGIA 3,123,723 2,049,915 66 5,906 1.9 2,825 90 1,007.86 323 58,518 53 
1. Suwannee 17,073 13,646 ll 3.89 677 . 
2. Dixte 7,018 7,018 H 1.62 688 
+ Hamilton rg rg 4 i 3 514 
. Lafayette ; ; 2 ‘ 543 ATLANTA REGION 1,362,629 827, 204 61 2,766 2.0 1,400 103 504.94 371 16,688 82 
. Madison 16,1 13,460 9 3.29 702 
» Taylor 11,565 8,897 8 3.03 1,032 Primary district: 
Tallahassee District 90+ 308 59,828 66 58 0.6 76 8h 24.72 27h 3.787 ou Atlanta District 692, 4a 304, 345 Wy 2,006 2.9 966 139 ©=332.05 += 440 4194-165 
1. Leon 3, 15,406 33 un 12.63 1. Fulton 392, 885 82,100 1,627 T 237.97 23 
2. Franklin got 2,723 7 1.69 2. Carroll / 34,156 21 +p 23 7s fed 
+ Gadsden 31, 20,452 25 32 7.23 508 é Cherokee 20,126 17,475 35 13 4.50 kes 
. Jefferson 12,032 12,032 4 1.0 598 + Clayton 11,655 LeatT 3 1.25 1g 
+ Liberty 3,752 3,752 1 . 838 5+ Cobb 38,272 29, 39 27 9-65 
+ Wakulla 5,463 5,463 1 82 614 6. Coweta 26,972 19,790 23 7.70 3 
7. De Kalb 86,942 41, 387 305 51 00 269 
&. Douglas 10,053 7,498 6 2.17 201 
9. Fayette 8,170 8,170 2 1.01 1 
MIAMI REGION 4be, 062 113,734 26 1,644 43.7 658 149 268.81 608 11,901 37 10. Forsyth 11,322 11,322 6 1.42 3 
11. Gwinnett 29, a4, 19 5.09 437 
Primary district: 12. Henry 15,11 15,11 5 2.95 331 
13. Rockdale 77 7.7 3 1.80 128 
Miami District 326,713 66,632 20 1,286 3.9 £30 162 202.39 «= 619 6,298 52 
1. Dade 267,73 52,1 1,173 175.05 2,054 Secondary districts: 
2. Broward 39,7 8, 113 58 21.60 1,218 
» Collier pete 5,102 4 1.46 2,032 Athens District 94,988 67,070 72 1631.7 66 To 26.45 9-278 1,532 62 
. Monroe 14,078 1,151 10 4,28 994 1. Clarke 28,398 7,748 14g 29 14.92 125 
2. Barrow 13,064 090 10 oe 171 
Secondary districts: g> dackace 20,089 16,795 15 14 ee) 337 
+ Madison 13,431 13,431 5 1.88 281 
West Palm Beach District 91,521 34,364 38 2872 3.1 108 «14 330 605 3,74 5 2: Oconee 75976 7,576 2 46 186 
1. Palm Beach 79989 832 257 92 50.51 1,978 + Oglethorpe 12,430 12,430 6 1.42 432 
2. Hendry 5.237 5,237 5 2.25 1,187 : : 
3. Martin 6, 6,295 30 1 2.57 559 Rome District 146,868 94,901 65 318 22 101 69 49.47 0-337 1,977 Th 
1. Floya 56,141 29, 23 yy sae ra 
Proposed-secondary districts: 2. Bartow 25, 283 19,142 15 58 76 
He Chattooga ate 14,732 56 12 §:23 317 
Fort Pierce District 23,828 12,738 53 Tl = 3.0 2 «10h 11.09 465 1,879 13 + Gordon 18, 15, 19 13 57 358 
1. St. Lucie 11,871 831 50 14 6.50 588 5. Polk 28,467 15,678 30 20 10.06 312 
2. Indian River 8,957 907 a 8 3.51 5ll ‘ 
3. Okeechobee 3,000 3,000 2 08 780 Proposed-secondary districts: 
Dalton District 86, 359 68,864 80 50s «06 55 6h 19. 226 vip 62 
1. Whitfield 26,105 15,657 50 15 aoe i 
TAMPA REGION 519,713 222,552 43 1,656 3.2 681 131 251.57 sh 12,995 Ts) 2. Catoosa true 12,1 13 ae 6 
+ Dade . 5, 3 ° 2 
Primary district: a: Murray 11,1 11,137 6 1.53 ore 
: ee wg $y fap an 5. Walker 31,0 23,977 18 7.65 
Tampa District 317,720 120,337 5 1, 3.7 1 164.55 518 3, 98 
1. Hillsborough 180,148 64, 506 191 85. 1,040 Gainesville District 75, a5 »202 86 87 1.2 4g 65 15.81 210 1,688 45 
2. Hernando O42 5,641 6 fae hgs 1, Hall +822 579 87 26 10.70 426 
3: Manatee 098 11,568 103 27 10:87 TO1 2. Banks 8,733 8,733 4 47 231 
- Pasco 13,981 11,420 20 10 st im + Dawson 4,479 4,479 1 18 213 
5. Pinellas 91,852 17,502 537 a2 63.21 + Habersham 14,771 14,772 15 ee 283 
5. Lumpkin 6, 223 6, 223 1 ae 2 
.Proposed-secondary districts: 6. White 6,417 6,417 2 +53 3 
Lakeland District 108,814 762 ug 2320 el 118 s«108 47.35 & 4,278 5 Isolated districts: 
1. Polk 665 ag bs ay 6 2h 4 1,861 
2. Glades 2,745 21 1 3 46 Blverton District 63,714 52,032 82 Tl TAD ke 66 16.54 260 1,068 60 
. Hardee 10,158 7 8 3.11 é30 1. Elbert 19,618 13,430 26 17 we) 362 
. Highlands % 2,966 18 13 3.30 1,041 2. Franklin 15,612 15,612 15 9 3.8! 269 
( + Hart 15,512 15,512 7 p:5 257 
Ocala District 48,1 39,144 81 8 1.8 38 19 15.54 323 2, 748 18 + Stephens 12,972 7,478 30 9 00 180 
1. Marion 3, 22, 85 26 11.90 1,617 
2, Citrus 5, 5, 6 1.50 0 Griffin District 56,472 39,715 70 450.8 yy 18 18.30 32% Quo 60 
3. Sumter 11,041 11,041 6 2.14 1 1. Spalding 28,427 15, 205 45 25 ae 201 
a me ‘ 2. nee 9,182 9,182 7 2. 185 
Sarasota District rf 19, 3 1733.8 9 175 24.1 125 17 / Jasper 8,772 8,772 7 2.01 373 
1. Sarasota asad 2 5 122 ig 10:77 536 rise & Lamar 10,091 6,556 5. 2.50 181 
2. Charlotte 3,663 3,063 Basing 1.37 05 
. De Soto 7,792. } rE, 26 8 ce ie . McCaysville District 53,315 53,315 100 9 0.2 au 45 6.91 148 1,920 28 
- Lee 17, " 25 27 an 786 1. Fannin 14,752 14,752 5 1.39 
; 2. Gilmer 9,001 9,001 6 1.03 39 
2° Pickens 9,136 9,136 9 4 1-37 225 
See footnotes at end of table. + Rabun 7,821 7,821 4 1.69 369 
5+ Towns 4,925 4,925 3 os 172 
6. Union 7,680 7,680 2 75 319 


See footnotes at end of table. Al 
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BEDS ~ Sapeliag ‘ BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE POPULATION 2/ ans 2/ wcome 9/ STATE 
REGION es eas L spoichad REGION ALLIED SPECIAL 
oisTRIcT HOSPITALS DISTRICT Hospitacs// 
AND AND 
COUNTY couNTY 


DESIGNATIONS 


DESIGNATIONS 


GEORGIA GEORGIA 
(Continued) (Continued) 
Monroe District 65,775 54,592 83 Tan le pe) ho 61 15.12 230 1,363 84s Lagrange District p2r's9 23,029 yy 655 157 iy 78 18.57 354 Ths 70 
1, Walton 20,777 16,609 17 12 -90 * 30 1. Troup 879 14,h19 88 37 17-77 M47 
2. Greene 13,709 13,709 9 2.53 2. Heard 8,610 8,610 4 80 301 
« Morgan ape 12,713 8 2.58 356 
. Newton 18, 11,560 1 5.11 273 Moultrie District 84,904 69,529 82 82 1.0 50 69 21.22 250 1,635 52 
1. Colquitt 33,012 22,865 50 2 9.94 3 
fallapoosa District 27, 209 274209 100 4 51 4.76 0-175 603 45 2. Cook 11,919 11,919 4 2.65 
1. Haralson 14,377 14,377 10 3.04 285 . Tift 18,5: 13,371 32 19 6.02 * 266 
2. Paulding 12,832 12,832 y 1.72 318 . Worth 21,37 21,374 12 2.61 580 
; Valdosta District 55,826 4o, 231 72 ei 17 36 64 18.06 324 1,564 36 
: 1. Lowndes 31,860 16,265 62 27 13.04 reg 
AUGUSTA REGION 261,619 174,938 67 503149 275105 72-88 279 5,378 hg 2. Berrien 15,370 15,370 12 6 3.92 6 
e Echols Zeek 2,964 1 22 425 
Primary district: » Lanier 5,632 5,632 2 88 167 
Augusta District 148,7 75,934 51 300 = 2.0 190 «128 nee 335 2,258 66 Isolated districts: 
1. Richmond 81,863 15, 300 | 158 -72 325 
2. Burke 26, 520 22,727 ’ ; a3 4.94 832 Americus District 551652 46,351 83 55 «1.0 ho 76 13.23 238 1,711 33 
» Columbia 9, aH 9, og 75 306 : 1. Sumter 2502 15,221 35 Et 7.78 : fot 
« Jefferson 20, 20, 1 461 532 2. Schley’ 5,033 5,033 5 97 162 
5. McDuffie 10,878 7.790 \ 2.76 3 + Stewart 10,603 10,603 & 1.91 463 
» Taylor 10,768 10,768 20 4 2.16 400 
Proposed-secondary districts: 5. Webster z 4,726 4,726 1 ol 195 
Milledgeville District 468 38,690 85 95 2.1 46 101 10.30 227 «211,100 mh Bainbridge District 86,511 73.938 85 89 1.0 49 5Tsi8MA 2,529 3 
1. Baldwin ol 17,412 5 36 6.02 265 1. Decatur 22,234 15,882 47 12 5.76 612 
2, Hancock 12,7 12,764 7 2.32 gis 2. Clay 7,064 7,064 5 1.70 224 
3, Putnam 8,514 8,514 3 Ve 350 4 Barly 18,679 15,905 9 342 526 
» Miller 9,998 99998 3 Ve39i om 287 
Sandersville District 28,777 25,211 8&8 68 = 19 66 5-89 =. 205 16 35 2 Quitman 30435 34435 1 . 170 
1. Washington 2h, 230 20,664 68 17 5.07 674 ¢ Rendolph 16,609 13,162 42 1 3192 436 
2. Glascock 4, 547 4,547 2 82 Lhe 7. Seminole 8,492 8,492 8 1.80 27% 
Isolated districts: 
Washington District 38, 640 35,103 gl 4o 1.0 2 36-2 6.91 179 1,204 32 MACON REGION 371,624 279, 36% 75 666 18 - 278 75 102.59 276 8,146 =| 6 
1. Wilkes 15,084 11,547 ho 8 3.05 , 472 ‘ 
2. Lincoln O42 7,042 6 1.01 253 Sromery, district: 
. Taliaferro 278 6,278 2 83 1 
. Warren 10, 236 10, 236 4 2.02 4 Macon District 140,789 77-971 55 371 2.6 132 ou 2.00 369 2, 260 62 
1. Bibb 83,783 25,918 371 101 01 1 
2. Crawford 7,128 7,128 2 98 313 
FS Houston 11,303 11,303 5 2.58 9 
COLUMBUS REGION 675,571 472,940 70 1,015 1.5 496 73 191.76 28% 14,606 46 + Jones f 8,3, oa 3 1.03 2 
5. Monroe 10,7 10, & 2.38 399 
Primary district: 6. Peach 10,378 5,425 10 4.02 151 
T. Twiegs 9,117 9,117 3 1.00 365 
Columbus District 117,15) 63,830 54 0-21 109 93 42.39 362 1,693 69 
1. Muscogee ; 75, 22,214 250 59 37.78 220 Secondary districts: 
2. Chattahoochee 15,138 15,138 37 i 253 
. Harris 11,428 11,428 6 2.25 465 Dublin District . 83,406 752592 91 109s 143 50 60 16.06 193 2,301 36 
+ Marion 6.954 6,954 3 92 365 1. Laurens 33,606 25,792 109 a4 8.08 811 
5. Talbot 8,141 8,096 1.10 390 2. Blockley 9,655 9,655 6 1.94 219 
. « Johnson 12,953 12,953 : § 2.17 31 
Secondary districts: « Treutlen - 7,632 72632 2 1.34 1 
Thomasville District 3h 701 67,748 72 1821.9 72 76 24.11 as 4 ‘ Vilkineo 111028 11038 ; 2 a 
° ) . ° 2,010 i neon ’ , 1.60 8 
1. Thomas 31,289 18,606 1210 34 10.48 P i 
2. Brooks 20, 16, 0u7 47 13 3-80 ° Proposed-secondary districts: 
+ Grady 19,6 15,001 5 10 > 7 
. Mitchell 23, 261 18,094 15 5.47 Bll een District 58,751 52, sho 89 oh 1.6 35 60 12.27 209 1,576 37 
1. Dodge 21,022 17,711 a 11 4.01 
Warn Springs District 57,494 40,161 70 125 262 34 59 13.68 236 1,062 54 2. Pulaski 9-829 6,829 3 5 2.48 
1. Meriwether 22,055 18,638 125 17 -01 ligg + Telfair 15,145 15,145 a 3.72 
2, Pike 100510 10,375 5 1.24 230 + Wilcox 12,755 12,755 2.06 383 
3. Upson 35. ll, hg. 12 8.43 333 
Isolated districts: 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
, Cordele District 88,678 73,361 83 | Saye E\ 61 6 22.26 2, Wy 
Albany District 70,859 48,123 6s 50 (0.7 5u 76 22.09 312 1,658 3 1. Crisp ~ 17,540 aay 30 15 - 6.0% vie ped 
1. Dougherty 28, 0 9,510 50 29 14.65 326 2s Ben Hilt aga 71135 13 5.99 5 
2. Baker Te wie 2 +59 355 + Dooly 16,8 16,886 7 2.75 39 
» Calhoun 10,438 10,438 8 2.00 289 Irwin 12,936 12,9 24 7 2.0) 372 
+ Lee p37 7.83, 2 TT 355 + Macon 15, nb 15,947 38 10 3.1 399 
5+ Terrell 16,675 12,99) 13 4,08 329 + Turner 10,8 10, 846 9 2.32 293 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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¢ BEOS IN GENERAL 
STATE Popucation 2/ __ STATE PopucaTion °/ ae Puvsicians 2/ come */ LaNo 
REGION PERSONS REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) PERSONS 
DISTRICT PER pistrict nospitacs/ PER 
Ano SR AND ne ae SQUARE 
COUNTY PERCENT COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS TOTAL TOTAL or DESIGNATIONS 
: TOTAL 
GEORGIA MARYLAED 
(Continued) : (Continued) 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
SAYANHAR REGION 452, 280 295,429 65 956 2.1 376 83 135.69 300 13,700 3 Annapolis District 168, 349 136,933 81 1190.7 155 92 79.80 7h 1,121 150 
» 1, Anne Arundel 68,57 55, 85 15 32.28 417 
Primary district: . 2. Calvert 10, 10, 5 7 3.85 219 
3, Prince Georges 84,490 71,143 Ps 9 73 43.67 4g5 
Savannah District 133,904 37,908 28 5133.8 157-117 58.10 434 1,360 98 
1. Chatham 117,970 21,974 513 150 55.7 1 Elkton District 39,872 33,594 ah 83 2.1 5 133 20.4 512 636 63 
2. Bryan 6, 288 6, 288 4 & Dit 439 1. Cecil +407 22, 52 3 12. 352 
3. Bffinghan 9,646 9,646 3 1.47 kgo 2. Kent 13,465 10,705 31 19 7.77 : 
Secondary districts: * Ieolated districts: 
Waycross District 95,023 73,085 17 193 2.0 79 83 25.14 = 265 4,520 a Leonardtown District 32, 238 32,238 100 4o 8 «21.2 28 87 arse 300 825 39 
1. Vare 27,929 11,166 147 31 11.66 gl2- 1. St. Marys 14,626 14,626 20 14 05 67 
2. Atkinson Te Ps. Ligct H 91 318 2. Charles ~ 17,612 17,612 » 2 14 5.63 Se 
+ Bacon &, 8, 1.94 3 ; 
. Brantley 6,871 6,871 i “71 7 
- Chariton 5,256 peZ6 6 » 1.14 13 
» Clinch ; ary 437 14 6 1.35 T CUMBERLAHD REGION ° 319,016 208, 510 65 760 «2. 367 -115)s«176.31 553 2,714 118 
7. Coffee 21,542 16, 366 32 17 4.78 613 
8. Pilorce 11,800 11,800 § 2.65 . 342 Primary district: 
Proposed-secondary districts: Cumberland District 177,792 94,594 53 sg 2.8 184 103 98.89 556 16998 114 
1. Allegany 86,973 36, 266 347 77 52.20 26 
Brunswick District 46, abs 28, 306 61 621.8 38 82 14.66 317 2,156 a 2, Garrett a, 21,981 30 6. 668 
1. Glynn 21,920 6,885 55 22 8.76 h 3. Washington 68,838 36, 347 142 77 39. 462 
2. Camden . 5,910 5,910 5 1.4 6 
« McIntosh ; 5,202 5,292 5 1s a Secondary districts: 
» Wayne 13,122 10, 219 27 6 3.23 
Y Frederick District 141, 224 113,916 81 Fp Weare 183 130 77.42 She 1,158 122 
Statesboro District 98, 227 84,273 86 132.—is«a13 60 61 22.26 227 et 4 5 1. Frederick 57,312 37, on 50 -39 664 
1. Bulloch 26,010 20,982 70 20 6.20 68' 2. Montgomery 83,912 76, 262 133 03 
2. Candler 9,103 9,103 20 7 2.22 251 
bg Emanuel 23,517 - aoe 12 5.58 686 
- Evans * if. vit 4 1.88 186 
2 Jenkins 12,843 9,023 he 6 2.50 ay 
» Screven 20,353 17,822 1 3.86 : 
; NORTH CAROLINA 3,571,623 2,597,448 73 8,678 2.4 2,740 77 1,089.98 305 49,1he 3 
Isolated districts: 
Vidalia District 5 78,882 71,857 91 36 0.5 ye 53 15.53 197 2,855 28 
1. Toombs . 16,952 12,843 gy 11 B73 363 ASHEVILLE REGION 361,079 301,474 79 906 = 2k 362 95 107.66 283 6,503 59 
2. Appling 14,837 11,581 6 3.03 5 
e Jeff Davis 8,841 8,841 4 prey fs 331 Primary district: : 
» Liberty 8,595 8,595 4 1.21 0 
2: Long 4,086 4,086 2 4g 3 Asheville District ee) el he Th 657 2.7 7 ne 84.70 36 3,159 77 
» Montgomery poe 26s 4 1.20 . 235 1. Buncombe 108,199 5ST, ng 1 53-93 
7. Tattnall 16, 243 16, 243 13 11 3.12 493 2. Haywood ; 26,827 5 25 8. 543 
: « Henderson 26,049 20, 99 32 9.66 82 
» Madison 22,522 22,522 8 SMa 
+ McDowell ee 20,107 ho 14 -57 2 
. Transylvania 12, 241 9,180 25 T 3.07 379 
7. Yancey 17,202 17,202 5 1.87 311 
MARYLAND 1,821, 264 740,893 4y 7,561 4.2 2,989 164 1,148.30 628 9,887 184 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Franklin District 79,059 79,059 100 162 =—2.0 kg 61 11.3914 2,544 31 
BALTIMORE REGION 1,502, 228 532, 383 35 6,801 4.5 2,622 175 967.99 644 7,173 209 1. Macon 15,880 15,880 86 2.75 20 
. wi 2. Cherokee 18,813 18,813 5 18 2.92 7 
Primary district: 3 Clay 6, 6,405 2 32 ag 
. Graham 6,418 6,418 3 Ru 295 
Baltisore Distrigt 1,106,224 208,653 19s 6,162 45.6 2,23 202 «781.24 ~=—-706 2,84 600 2° Jackson 19, 366 19, 366 2 8 3-47 ne 
1. Baltimore 5/ righ 127,023 6,121 2,1 735.85 + Swain 12,177 12,177 10 1.39 
2. Carroll 39, 34, 362 51 20.32 
> narford 35,060 30,093 1 39 17.3 - Tae rc a 1S 8B & ug en a Te 
. Howard 17,1 17,17 ll -82 . 0 . . 9. 
tent? 3 t say 2. Polk 11,87 11,874 29 10 2.48 oy 
Secondary districts: 
Baston District 50, 46, 281 91 1092. 52 = 102 2h. 486 2 52 
1. Palbot far aeh 14, 109 pn ines pli DURHAM REGION . 1,235,308 933,426 76 2,722 (22 1,010 62 354.91 287 19,176 o 
2. Caroline 17, 17, 15 8. 
3. Queen Annes 14,47 14,476 13 560 373 Primary district: 
Salisbury District 104, 746 74,684 = 71 288 oT 99 95521 rs 59 Durham District 291, 172,623 59 1,462 5.0 you 115.25 3053, 
1. Wicomico 34,530 21,217 177 30 2. 5 49s He 1. Durhan | pee 20, 27 40.18 299 
* 2, Dorchester 28,006 17,904 0 26 ioe 580 2. Chatham 24,726 24,7 22 10 eed 707 
3 Somexuet 20,965 17,057 19 5.45 32 - Granville 29, 344 25,353 41 15 42 543 
« Worcester 21, abs 18,506 12.71 3 « Orange 23,072 19,418 27 5.41 o8 
5- Person sae sabre 28 11 5.51 
6. Wake 109, 62, 647 4gs vy 52.53 866 
See footnotes at end of table. oe ‘ ‘ 43 
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tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the SOUTH ATLANTIC STATES - 


us ; i freee | ne | 

STATE POPULATION 2/ PHysicians 2/ STATE 
REGION ALLIED SreaiaL REGION PERSONS 
DISTRICT nosprraLs!/ DISTRICT PER 

AND PA ee AND SQUARE 
COUNTY jae PER PER COUNTY MILE 

DESIGNATIONS 1,000 | TOTAL | 100,000 DESIGNATIONS 
th PERSONS PERSONS 


NORTH CAROLINA 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


WORTH CAROLINA 
(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Goldsboro District 180,413 156,532 87 1530.8 105 582.66 O36 2, Wa 7m Pinehurst District 45,906 2, 681 93 65 1.4 My = gia HL 1.086 ho 
1. Wayne 58, 328 38,125 118 4g 18.18 555 1. Moore 30,969 277 65 29 8.68 72 
2. Duplin 39.739 39,739 18 T-17 822 2. Hoke 14,937 14,937 15 3.00 
+ Greene 18, + 18, (? 3.41 269 
« Johnston 63,798 60,120 35 32 13.90 795 
Kinston District 70, 421 4g, 066 68 47 21 52 TH 21.35 303 1,390 51 WINSTON-SALEM REGION 1,528,950 1,008, 66 4,128 0 1,088 6. 14 102 
1. Lenoir 41,211 25,823 109 ay : ae 391 apes roe f nr Psion et 
2, Carteret 18, 284 11,31 38 14 -! 2 Primary district: 
3. Jones 10,926 10,9) 4 . 7 
Winston-Salem District i 169,431 61 1,0 . 221 i‘ 2: 1 
Rocky Mount District eid dr 133,421 T2 461 2.5 131 Tl | «451.26 217 1,930 96 1. Forsyth ie rary ae ci 134 - ee ld eh sid 
1. Nash 63.608 08 2,018 2h6 ig 13.32 552 2. Davidson 536317 31,786 75 32 15.20 Sus 
2. Edgecombe 30,036 58 56 16.23 11 e Davie 1 14, 6 2.61 264 
. Franklin sags 30,382 20 5.05 iS : « Stokes 22, 22, : 10 3.19 459 
. Wilson 50, 219 30,985 157 37 16.66 373 e: Surry 41,783 32,183 106 29 12.47 : 537 
 Yadicin 20,657 20, 10 2.29 335 


Proposed-secondary districts: 
Secondary districts: 


Beatarene District 334106 pipet 86 83 1.6 3! 51 13-77 259 es 7 ha ‘ 
. Vance A F ° lotte District 231 127,370 8 + Fails bY) y i; 162 
2. Warren 23,145 23,145 9 250 ig aie ToL Gee 50,921 SH why - 11 ‘ ise sad tee 
F . Cabarrus KS S21 1 x a. 
Roanoke Rapids District 111,012 22: 908 90 87 «0.8 57 51 20.93 189 1,955 57 3. Union pea cH pb eed 60 4 9:36 as 
1. Halifax 56,512 » 408 87 30 tee hed 
2. Bertie 26, 201 26, 201 14 89 3 Gastonia District 111,718 74,732 67 yoo 3.6 65 58 30.74 = 275 666 3=«168 
3. Northampton 28, 299 28, 299 13 2.82 -) x enbees 579532 33070 315 a 25-09 358 
. os 1 r ° 
oe District oe ote 52,766 8h By 1.3 3 62 ee 251 861 73 ak ai ann «3 : 5.65 om 
- Lee 18,743 13,783 50 1 239 25) Greensboro District iy 202,108 61 6 1. 264 130. 1 2, il 
2. Harnett Wy, 239 38,983 34 25 10.42 ‘ % re 35 a tds i33 : 158 a Eset “i ee ! 
» Alaman , ‘ \ 
Washington District 184,973 104969 18 185 1.0 124 67 51.73 280 4, 004 46 e: Gaiveli a osh 20,032 i : i 3 7 rea 
mn aot Lt aap seers e tee po “ epee 4h, 554 7 e573 63 4 7-67 801 
. Craven ’ ’ . ° . 51 ° 
ane co ae : a ae: cue be i a as 
. Martin i 22, 17 ° Shelby District 2670 65,801 68 ane 2.2 61 52 
oa em ou i ie Oca Ce eae Te ee | 
“ : Fi 3 . 61 A é 
7. Washington 12,323 12, 323 8 2.26 336 i : 2 See = “ = 
tesville District 18h, ° . . 
Isolated districts: ‘te Tredelt i ae ‘Bige * = ma es = fecre ae ae ur 
. oxander 5 i i 
pe aoe 114592 118 100 3 1.3 7 60 i 160 . 187 15 :: tag 51.653 Esc ay 127 4 5.85 ie 
. Tre. . ° ° . 
2. Dare dee 6.0% 6 1.23 ae cies a we nik . ry, 73! 
: Proposed-secondary district 
ere City District 53047h eae 82 we 0.5 be 53 ator 243 1,881 yy oe oe : baa 4.36 
e Pasquotank 5 ’ ‘ 229 emarle District 114, 367 97,952 86 206 1.8 le 1, 60 
2. Camden 3B 5 2 40 239 1, Stanly 32,834 2e Tih 106 2 - i “38 ci 399 
Fa Chowan 11,572 +737 3.11 180 2. Anson 28, 443 24, 856 50 13 He 3 
a oa ie 8 s : a ae | ee i 
° ° ° . ° chmon: 
t ferttort 19,952 18,952 580 3 Rae yi 2B, 50 15 11.25 477 
+ Perquimans 5 F e 1 Benner strict 29,542 29,541 100 73 265 16 54 Ny 5 waa | 46 6 
1. Avery 13,562 13,561 73 8 ie “i ps ; 
2. Mitchell 15,980 15,980 8 2.73 220 
WILMIHOTON REGION 426, 286 354,170 83 922 2.2 260 66 110.86 260 8,469 50 Wilkesboro District 127,917 115, 8421 91 1301.0 62 4s 23.20 181 2,28 58 
Saal Oke 1. Wilkes 43,003 38,525 55 a 7.40 765 
eles 2. ae Sea aoe 1.20 230 
$ 22, ° 
geet eat aaa epite f te 67 a 3.6 ur Thc eee 367 ‘on 380. pa caer 35,7 wig 5 3 52 i 
° . ° . « Watauga 
2, Bronswick 17,125 17,125 50 6 3a 87 ae ra Pep Ag 3025 ~ 
- Onslow 17,939 17,939 8 2.55 796 
. Pender 17,710 17,710 5 2. 857 
Secondary districts: > 
SOUTH CAROLINA d 
Feyotteville District 106,760 85,775 80 ak 2.0 70 66 «= 52381, 6oh CG POem ny AA ANSD, TR, ws ae Rf NO BP ee 
1. Cumberland $3°320 41,892 208 50 16.78 ‘661 ; 
2. Sampson ; 43, 883 6 20 8.68 963 Wasi tan 
ORARL TOW 
Lumberton District 172,911 ° 158,"2 92 279-166 OPS ne, 76.) S37. as: 56 wea MN eA a Ly ae BPC 8309 re ee oe 
1. Robeson 76,860 71,057 180 50 18.87 oe Primary district: 
x batestes eas ites 70 pe Pe bly Charleston District 194, 6 60 
4 s ; é nm etric’ ° 1 e “4 4 
+ Scotland 23,232 17,547 29 11 5.00 ved 1, Charleston 1.105 ead £9 aE is ad Fee 333 36776 a 
2. Berkeley gious 27,128 8 9 +10 ime 
See footnotes at end of tabl j bokchost 0 B68 bat} : aR é: 1,048 
44 es at ond of table. « Dorchester 19,928 16,905 ug 1h 3.85 569 


See footnotes at end of table, 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 
(Continued) : (Continued) 
Proposed-secondary districts: , Secondary districts: : 
Kingstree District 67, 363 58,622 87 60 0.9 27 ko 12.43 185 1,744 39 Anderson District 185, 266 we 60 7 1.4 11 60 47.49 O56 2,456 15 
1, Williamsburg 41,011 37,829 60 15 85 931 1. Anderson 88,712 : 167 60 28.25 716 
2. Georgetown 26,352 20,793 ieee 58 813 2, Abbeville 22,931 see re) 10 4.17 72 
+ Oconee 36,512 33,692 45 22 7.07 70 
Isolated districts: + Pickens 37,111 31,928 19 e 501 
Ridgeland District 63,553 60, 368 95 30 05 8 T2309. ATs 2, 230 2B Spartanburg District 192,383 139,921 73 490-25 14300 TH 60.55 1,739 11 
1, Jasper 11,013 11,011 30 81 ars 1. Spartanburg 127,733 91, 411 107 "3-33 830 
2. Allendale 13,040 13,040 8 2.24 8 2. Cherokee 33, 5, 54 18 59 394 
- Beaufort 22.03 18,632 29 4.62 672 3. Union 31, 22,882 5 18 8.59 515 
+ Hampton 17, 17, 8 3-33 62 
COLUMBIA REGION 1,016, 045 779, 305 Th ght AE a8 706 261. 17,14 
9 " on juts a VIRGINIA 2,677,773 1,733,098 65 7,108 2.7 2,889 108 1,063.33 397 39,899 67. 
Primary district: 
Columbia District 247,74 1 64 6402 % Iu 8. 6 re 62 : 
1. Richland tos ak ae 541 pie hag 2 ‘ ? he CHARLOTTESVILLE REGION 280,734 207,681 7 1,119 4.0 387-138 =: 110.83 395 6,195 Ww 
2. Calhoun 16,229 16, 10 2.99 : 
+ Fairfield 24,187 a, 11 4.33 Primary district: 
Kershaw ee 27,166 58 16 Pat 
5, Lexington i 33,249 17 7.29 6 Charlottesville District 72,599 35+199 73 575 «769 166 0s 29 28.19 388 1,648 yy 
6. Newberry 33.577 22,795 ML 20 8.72 Bo 1. Albemarle 7/ 44, 052 2652 515 150 23.62 7 
t 2. —— 7,088 7,088 4 1.24 262 
ndary districts: « Greene 21s 22s 2 ef 1 
roe rete » Nelson vetain 16,241 10 2. 2 Wee 
Florence District 182, 265 144,618 79 Wye 2 117 64 47.38 260 2,84 cy 
1. Florence ieee 52,006 274 58 ie 805 Secondary districts: f 
2. Dillion 29,625 758 17 5.65 407 
. Horry 51,951 46,885 65 20 12.12 1,152 Harrisonburg District ote920 46,152 sh 17is- 338 46 8h 23.08 420 1,187 “6 
. Marion 30,107 19,969 93 22 Te 480 1. Rockingham 7/ 057 31,289 146 36 19.44 S71 
ole fete vs a ag a . ‘ st ea e 2. Page 14, 863 14,863 5 10 3.64 316 
Greenwood District . . ° . ° 
Gey mina ‘ a 27,06 101 28 a Ge Winchester District 65,512 191586 76 209 3.2 72 110 28.00 4o7 146536 kg 
2. Bagefield vi i198 6 3.29 431, 1. Frederick ]/ 26,103 14, 008 151 30 14,2 36 
+ McCormick 10,307 10, 387 3 1.38 403 2. Clarke 7.159 7.159 5 26 17% 
- Salada 17,192 17, 5 2.78 4ye « Shenandoah 20, 20,898 33 4 Gt 507 
0 burg District 82,350 68 a 132, 1.6 hg 60 17.77 216 54 a at er bess ; e e 
rangeburg Distric . ° . < sa 
1. Orangeburg 83,707 33028 132 39 13.58 ise Proposed-secondary districte: 
2. Bambe 18, 1 10 if ; 
, vg i a qe : id 395 Ba py #1193 58,744 67 164 149 103 447, 5 5kK 360 2,02 i: 
Rock Hill District 124, 472 = «72 257 0 ed 8 2.67 62 1,774 0 : ol +399 107 22. 1, 
1. York 58,663 3173 155 i : i930 bbs . 2. Highland 4,875 2815 5 : 416 
2. Chester 32.578 26,187 50 17 8. 3. Bockbridge 7/ 26,719. 18,470 57 27 8.33 607 
3. Lancaster 33, 29,112 52 15 6.78 Eats 
Sumter District 108, 90,002 14 1.0 22. a 
to liester ey RD 114 SN tp ois om . LYNCHBURG REGION 313,080 223,646 7h 62h 2.0 23h 75103-15329 5,096 GL 
2. Clarendon ° ° 12 eo 
3. Lee 24, aus 10 ‘4 409 Primary district: 
P. sed aistrict Lynchburg District 224,015 139, 833 62 56' 2.5 186 ah 84,14 6 a FS | Th 
eee: ‘ i Soe mae Bie x eG Se 
Aiken District 0, 1, 87 0. 15. ; ° s ° ls a 
co = oe oO i. ae Lon an ees i oo, Ee oe 
° Fe e * e ° . D 
icine a 9 'e on * # 553 5. Pittsylvania 7/ Rants 61,697 170 ; 62 33.99 1,028 
Hartsville District 5 1 82 4997) 6220 f 
1. Derlsngton . 05,198 33:263 79 eB ei at 85 Preposed-secondary digtricte: 
2. Chesterfield : é 018 
3. Marlboro Bree (Dat 3ee 32 3 Ts ies South Boston District 59,065 813k 59 (OT M 452g. ssh NG 
1. Halifax 4,271 019 59 7 8.59 808 
2. Charlotte 15,861 15,861 10 2.18 és 
: 3+ Mecklenburg 31,933 31,933 19 8.24 665 
GREENVILLE REGION 556,414 418,640 15 1,303 2.3 420 7 180.55 323 5,697 98 ‘ 
x 
ral otal HORFOLK REGION 625,211 312,232 50 1,50 2% 7% 119 «298.60 478 ~—s«5, 873. «106 
Greenville District 180,765 131,064 7 31 166 2. 
pegmatite 136,380 99,497 ? ce 141 a on bi i) oe Primary district: 
-acicren ad wesc aaa de ae o a Led Yorfolk District 258,927 53,22 22 ho 342 ol 15k 161.62 Gh 667 388 
1. Norfolk 7/ 235,945 35,828 sho 3 155.77 400 
17,364 1 5.85 267 


8ee footnotes at end of table. 2. Princess Anne 19, 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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BEDS IN GENERAL 


GEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE AND 


SE AAT 3 AND 
ios mon 7 REGION ALLIED SPECI PERSONS 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL pees 
nospiTacs// OISTRICT HOSPITALS 
DISTRICT Pity 

rb AND 
COUNTY couNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


VIRGINIA 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


Newport News District 
1. Warwick 7/ 
2. Elisabeth City 7/ 
. James City 7/ 
+. York 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Nassawadox District 
1. Northampton 
2. Accomack 


Petersburg District 
1. Dinwiddie 7/ 
2. Bronewick 
« Greensville 
» Prince George [/ 


Suffolk District 
1. Wansemond 7/ 
2. Isle of Wight 
3. Southampton 


Teolated districts: 


Mathews District 
1, Mathews 
2. Gloucester 


; RIOCHMOED REGION 


Primary district: 


Richmond District 

1. Henrico 7/ 

2. Charles City 
+ Chesterfield 
« Goochland 

5. Hanover 

6. New Keat 

7. Powhatan 


Secondary districts: 


Alexandria District 


1. Arlington 7/ 
2. Fairfax 


2 Loudoun 
Prince William 
Proposed-secondary districts: 


Parmville District 
1. Prince Edward 
2. Amelia 


3 Buckinghar 
. Cumberland 
5. Lunenburg 
6. Hottoway 


Fredericksburg District 
1. Spotsylvania 7/ 
2. Caroline 
ig Culpeper 
« Louisa 
5. Orange 
6. Stafford 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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VIRGINIA 
(Continued) 


Teolated districts: 


Colonial Beach District 
1. Westmoreland 
2. King George 
e Lancaster 
« Northumberland 
5. Richmond 


Warrenton District 
1. Panquier 
2. Madison 
3. Rappahannock 


West Point District 
1. King Willian 
2. Besex 
3° King and Queen 
« Middlesex 


ROANOKE REGION 
Primary district: 
Roanoke District 


Secondary districts: 


Clifton Forge District 


1, Alleghany 7/ 
2. Bath 


Richlands District 
1. Tazewell 
2. Blend 
3. Smyth 


Proposed-secondary districts: 
Abingdon District 
1. Washington 7 


2. Russell 


Grondy District 
1. Buchanan 
2. Dickenson 


Martinsville District 
1. Henry 7/ 
2. Patrick 


Vorton District 
1. Wise 
2. Lee 
3. Scott 


Pulaski District 
1. Pulaski 
2. Carroll 
« Giles 
+ Grayson 
5. Wythe 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 5.—- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,)/ of primary, ‘secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the SOUTH ATLANTIC STATES - Continued 


WEST VIRGINIA 


CHARLESTON REGION 
Primary district: 
Charleston District 


Secondary districts: 


Beckley District 
1. Raleigh 
2. Summers 


Huntington District 
1. Cabell 
2. Lincoln 
+ Mason 
. Wayne 


Logan District 


Montgomery District 
1. Payette 
2. Nicholas 


Welch District 
1. McDowell 
2. Mercer 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Ronceverte District 
1. Greenbrier 
2. Monroe 


"PARKERSBURG EROION 
Primary district: 


Parkersburg District 
1. Wood 
2. Pleasants . 
+ Ritchie 
. Wirt 


Secondary districts: 


Clarksburg District 
1. Harrison 
2. Doddridge 
3. Tyler 


Elkins District 


7. Wedster 


Martinsburg District 
1. Berkeley 
2. Jefferson 
3. Morgan 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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fable 5.-- The composition, based upon existing bospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
‘tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the SOUTH ATLANTIC STATES - Continued 


SEDS IN GENERAL 


STATE POPULATION &/ ee puysicians 3/ 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS 
AND oe SA tare | 
COUNTY PER PER 
DESIGNATIONS TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL | 1,000 | TOTAL | 190,000 
PERSONS PERSONS 
WEST VIRGINIA 
(Continued) 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Keyser District 54, 807 45,953 84 50 = 069 36 66 14.10 257 2,031 27 
1, Mineral 22,215 13, 361 50 16 6.94 30 
2. Grant 8, 8, 7 2.19 77 
. Hampshire 12,97 12,97 4 2.87 639 
. Hardy 10,813 10,813 9 2.10 585 
Weston District 68,430 60,162 8s TH va 55 20 15.70 229 1,529 45 
1. Lewis 22,271 14,003 TH 27 ‘ 392 
2% ara 21,658 ao a , es “aa 
+ Calhoun 12,455 2, A 
g: Gilmer ioe eae Ny 2.00 339 
WHEELING REGION 363,001 205,542 5ST 986 9.7 389 107 170.54 470 2,440 = 19 
Primary district: : 
Wheeling District 170,389 66,757 39 ae 3.4 201 = slg 89.66 526 584 ag2 
1. Ohito 73,115 12,016 3 132 55.05 107 
2. Brooke 25,513 12,076 14 10.01 89 
+ Hancock 2512 Rie 2 13.49 82 
+ Marshall 2189 Te: 80 11.11 
Secondary districts: 
Fairmont District 110, 73.772 66 235 el 198 95 48.30 435 sé Zl 
1. Marion 68,683 42,433 205 T 34.71 309 
2. Taylor 19,919 12,488 12 6.67 175 
3. Wetzel 22,342 18,851 30 19 6.92 362 
Morgantowm District 81,668 Sie 80 178 = 2.2 83 ©6102 32.58 399 1,010 & 
1. Monongalia 5L, 52 at 168 58 25.85 ee? 
2. Preston 30,416 30,416 10 25 6.73 


1/ Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Yol. 121, Wo. 13,-March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 
local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. B 

2/ County population totals from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940. 

3/ Physician totals represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory. 

4/ Estimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid for goods and 
services, Federal aliotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 
Management, Yol. 48, Ho. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 

5/ Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 
1940. 
&/ Districts were outlined with Baltimore City and Baltimore County treated as a single political unit. 

7/ Districts were outlined with the 24 independent cities of Virginia and the counties of which they originally were a part 
treated as a single political unit. 
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Table 6.— The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities 1] of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated Table 6.— The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per= Aistricts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the RAST SOUTH CENTRAL STATES tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the EAST SOUTH CENTRAL STATES - Continued 


OEDS IN GENERAL AY. BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE POPULATION ©/ ie Paysicians 5/ satire LAND STATS 
REGION ALLIED SPEC! ! (DOLLARS) anca®/ | PERSONS REGION ALLIED SPECIAL PERSONS 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS PER DISTRICT HOSPITALS PER 
AND [ig Rae RURAL Ses Se SQUARE AND SQUARE 
COUNTY Mme COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


ALABAMA 
(Continued) 
Isolated districts: 
ALABAMA 2,832,961 1,977,020 0 luo 8—-1.8 2,075 7 682.20 2m 078 Jackeon District 135, 288 128, 95 Th 0.5 sh 62 19.09 1 5. 27 
aged ara ; a pa Anordd Pee artist ta ries 17 79 itek 
2. Choctaw 20,195 20,1 9 1.77 gis 
58h 66 <s«4329.edSsi1208GS79”:«‘OSw 73s Asi BSC grieved a 5 pated 4 ie a4 1 nd 
BIRMINGHAM REGION 1,579,512 1,038, % ; - 4 i - Monroe 5 ’ . * 
; 5. Sumter 27,321 27,322 36 19 2.90 oa 
Primary district: 
Birmingham District 5,873 246,621 Wy 2,212 (A 606 107 2ah.us 307 fa 3 
Me Terterice 9,930 140,717 2,176 hee 5u7 210.79 ” Pt MONTGOMERY REGION 927,675 703,989 76 1,324 1.4 589 63 178.57 192 19,199 6 
2. Bibd 20,155 20,155 13 2.59 625 
+ Blount 29,490 29,490 6 1 are 4 Primary district: 
- St. Clai 27, 27,297 1 i 
5. Shalty “ te 8 28,962 17 Wai 601 Montgomery District 236, 045 a ig 63 33601 179 76 69.12 293 3.959 60 
: 1. Montgonery 114,420 ‘ 279 129 i 790 
Secondary districts: ¥ 2. Auteuga 20,977 18,313 20 8 2.40 22 
645 «69 2521 108 «61 —Ss«(35063 200s—=‘i C(t Dppeues Sen rok a 10 oe ae 
Gadsden District 177,978 123, ‘ P i . Cren ; . 
1. Btowah . 72,580 30,720 212 56 eae 2 . Blmore i 31457 37 v7 8) 628 
2. Cherokee 19,928 19.928 7 2.1 . Lowndes 22,661 22,661 7 2. 76 
- De Kalb 43,075 38, oe 9 4, 718 
. Marshall 42,395 34, 4o 8.10 571 Secondary districts: 
J District 200, 4 183, 281 1 1 1.0 1 28. wn 4,160 hg Dothan District 119,4 95,836 80 wugsi2 73°07! 19. 164 2, 261 52 
a. Walker ape 3 3 13 AB ce ilinobs * 809 1. Houston eee 28,471 149 31 10.69 6 
2. Cullman MT» 383 » 269 50 20 7253 73 2. Dale 22,685 ap ees 14 26 
+ Fayette a, 18,983 20 1 3.32 27 » Geneva 29,172 0 369 18 3. zs 
« Lamar 19,708 _ 19,708 1 2.57 605 . Henry 21,912 21,912 10 2.65 
5. Marion 28,776 28,776 17 3.12 0743 
6. Winston 18,7 18,7 1 1.81 633 . Selma District 171,825 143,872 8h 185 lel 108 63 ed 174 4, 287 ho 
1. Dallas 55,245 35,412 185 43 at 7 td ; 
Tuscaloosa District 148,44: Abe! 19 15 1.0 125 sh 26.69 180 3,535 he 2. Chilton eer, 23.973 18 209 
1. Tuscaloosa 76,0 45,3 1 85 19.65 11 3lo » Marengo vf 1999 22 4h 978 
2. Greene 19,185 19,185 11 2.10 Us; . Perry 2610 26,610 12 2. 7H 
4 re 254533 25.033 17 ¥ 2039 663 5. Wilcox 26,279 26,279 13 2.85 g00 
° s ° . ad 
P oe Tuskegee District 99,884 67,457 68 222) 2.2 He rad 18-97 160 1,86 53 
Proposed-secondary districts: =< Gig gh 13 <4 2 ae 
Anniston District 76,948 44,412 58 60 0.8 61 19 20.3 264 1,184 65 re Russell 35,775 2k i hes 639 
1. Calhoun 63, 329 30,782 60 57 18.86 610 
2. Cleburne 13,629 13,629 4 1.79 57h Proposed-secondary districts: 
Huntsville District 191,909 152, 79 152) ONS LOGE 57 36. 190 3,0% 63 Alexander City District 102,932 85.983 si 1151.1 51 50013222) 128,890. 
1. Madison 2317 53,207 70 4o Ye 7 = 1. Tallapoosa $3770 25,630 83 16 £235 Til 
2. Jackson 41,802 38,968 20 20 68 1,1 2. Chambers ie 36,005 17 “19 5968 
ry eee $3-St2 B30 12 17 ize bar 3. Randolph 25,526 2, 34s 32 18 3.08 581 
e rgan ° zr > 2 ° 4 
4 , oF Greenville District 100, 353 $2,215 82 154165 ug kg Bie 158 2,657 38 
Sheffield District ee eis ca 76 45 =o. 62 60 30.43 224 2,634 52 1. Butler 32, 447 27,372 86 16 “5% 173 
1. Colbert 2093 20, 15 2h 7-51 616 2. Conecuh 25,489 5. 4 16 10 2.58 850 
20 as tom i338 ace 2 17 3.74 gu 3. Covington 42,417 29, 52 22 8.70 1,034 
- Leude: e ; ; 2 16. ss 
. Lawrence 27,880 27,880 5 2.32 686 Troy District 97,202 13925 82 1631.7 5} 55 14.94 154 2,249 43 
1, Pike 32,493 438 70 19 6.52 673 
Talladega District 82,199 Ge 81 160 1.9 Te ae © Ot. by 2,002 * 2. Barbour 32,722 ’ 2 17 22 899 
A ae the 3 160 27 8.38 ba 3. Coffee 31,987 27,63 3 17 4.20 677 
° i ° ° 1. 
3. Coosa 13, 13 hee i 108 64s 
MOBILE REGION 325,774 234,447 72 4871.65 240 rh 89.90 276 9,000 36 KENTUCKY 2,845,627 1,996,300 70 5.309149 2,762 97 872.06 306 40,109 Tl 
Primary district: 
Mobile District: 190,486 105,682 55 3 2 1 82 0.81 2 ; LEXINGTON REGION 1,594,964 1,242,463 78 2,500 1.6 1, 80 ‘ll 32, 2 
1. Mobile 14,974 57,170 m3 ae 232 a gh 24 by Ws a va ‘ 
2. Baldwin 32, 324 32,324 is 70 1,613 Primary district: 
3. Washington 16,188 16,188 6 279 ’ 
Lexington District 150, 290 79,289 53 6524 270 = «180 15. 502 1,542 97 
1. Fayette 78,899 29,595 509 185 ge: 250 
See footnotes at end of table. 2. Bourbon 17,932 anaes 50 a 4.75 300 
+ Harrison 15,124 10, 35 17 5.12 
- Jessamine 12,174 8,982 13 eae pul 
+ Scott 14, 314 9,894 26 19 30 
+ Woodford 11,847 9,299 32 15 3-20 193 


8ee footnotes at end of table. 
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STATE 
REGION PERSONS 
DISTRICT PER 
AND SQUARE 
COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS 
KENTUCKY KENTUCKY 
(Continued) pS ie (Continued) 
Secondary districts: ‘ : ‘Isolated districts: 
Berea District 91,933 90.96] 88 2330 25 65 Tl 15. 173 14992 58 Campbellsville District 80, 260 80,260 100 38 47 9.70 12 1,760 46 
1. Madison 28,541 a, 233 37 8. 1. Taylor 13,5 134598 7 3.02 284 
2. Estill 17,978 14, 347 8 2.83 22 / 2. Adair ag, 18, 10 1.84 333 
. Garrard 11,910 11,910 i 2.51 ost . Clinton 10,279 10,279 4 1.06 
. Jackson 16,339 16,339 98 337 _ &, Cumberland 11,923 11,923 2 1.16 313 
5. Rockcastle 17,165 17,165 9. 1.57 j2, 5. Green 12,321 12,321 i. 282 
6. Russell 13,615 13,615 6 1.13 282 
Covington District 200, 452 70,579 35 7s 2h az) 106 95.72 478 net 167 ? ; 
1. Kenton 93,139 22,01 378 102 51.96 Corbin District 163,313 1990386 91 57 0.3 97 59 ee ay 2,863 57 
2. Boone 10,820 10,820 10 1.93 22 1. Whitley 33,1 868 32 33 81 460 
+ Campbell 71,918 134133 100 17 36.13 151 2. Knox 31,029 2, 9 2.97 a3 
. Gallatin $307 2 88 100 . Laurel re ” 2, 5 13 3.15 
+ Grant 9, 87 9, 15 2.57 250 . McCreary 1 eh 16,451 8 2.62 hon 
+ Pendleton 10,392 10,392 7 2.25 279 - Pulaski 39, 33.709 26 6.12 676 
5; . Wayne 17, 17, 8 1.81 485 
Hasard District 180,212 1654587 91 223-1 a2 sl ks 22.74 126 2,608 69 
1. Perry 47,828 40, 105 38 10.86 Morehead District 50,73 50,73 100 26 51 6.33 105 1,224 y1 
2. Breathitt 23,946 3, 5 1.60 1. Rowan reed 12, 34 6 2.11 2 290 
. Clay 23,901 23,901 8 1.48 : ¥ ; 2. Bath ae eae 10 1.68 287 
» Knott 20,007 20,007 3 94 + Lee 10, 1c, 4 1.28 210 
- Leslie 14,981 14,981 18 2 ‘B 12 . Menifee 5,691 5,691 1 os 210 
- Letcher 40, 592 31,164 100 233 6. 339 5. Wolfe 9,997 9,997 5 82 227 
T. Owsley 8,957 8,957 2 65 197 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
: LOUISVILLE REGION 1,250,643 753,837 60 2,809 2.2 1,478 118 483.95 387 18,053 69 
Ashland District 400 62,339 65 106 = 1.1 73 76 26.79 278 gll = 106 
1. Boyd x) 11,877 86 50 20.23 159 Primary district: 
2. Carter oe 5 20 ll 3.31 ko2 
3. Greenup O17 OT 12 3.25 350 Louisville District 459, 243 sp abedh 29 1.233 4.3 792 #172 « 302.95 660 2,052 2h 
1. Jefferson 385,392 315 ’ 72 285.53 375 
Danville District 101,403 86,210 85 eo) 1.2 sh 83 20. 201 1,862 54 2. Bullitt 9,511 9,511 4 1.25 
1. Boyle - 17,075 10, 341 22 Tel 181 - Hardin 29,108 25, 4h 33 7.78 16 
2. Casey 19,962 19,962 H I. 3 y + Oldham 10,716 10,716 33 1.76 18h 
+ Lincoln 19,859 19,859 9 u 2. 5. Shelby 17,759 13.367 16 5. 384 
« Marion 16,913 13,127 20 14 3.09 3 6. Spencer 6,757 oT5T 7 1.19 193 
. Mercer 14,629 9, 20 16 3.70 ba ° 
» Washington 12,965 12, 11 - 2.37 : 307 Secondary districts: 
Frankfort District 32, 2k 20,752 6h 15 203 3% = ohh 3 343 417 Tl Owensboro District 122,029 78,624 64 wy 1.2 106 87 33.00 270 1.986 63 
1. Franklin 23, 308 11,816 TH - 27 8. ail 1. Daviess 52,335 22,090 100 3 18.94 
2. Anderson 8,936 8,936 9 2-29 206 2. Hancock 6,807 6,807 1.16 187 
7 250 Qed aa es he ae re Deine “i 4 < 
Harlan District 119,087 1 9 le si 207 1 - McLean 11; iz; 1. 257 
1. Harlan 75.275 26: ook 130 kg at ize 5. Ohio ob ben 24, 4en 9 14 2.89 596 
2. Bell 43,812 28,153 120 377 9. 370 ; 
Paducah District 4,791 41,026 55 198 = 2.6 2 106 28.76 385 1,024 73 
Maysville District 69,504 62,932 34 560 (Ow ) oh 16.16 9-233 1,585 Wy 1. McCracken pat sal ed 198 24.86 251 
1. Mason 19,066 12, 56 a 1 p: 239 2. Ballard 9, 9, 9 1.58 298 
2. Bracken 9,389 9,389 13 2.1 « Carlisle 7,650 7,650 5 1.18 1 
- Fleming 13.321 13032] 12 2.61 + Livingston 9,127 9,127 9 1.14 318 
. Lewis 15, 15, 5 1.50 tes 
» Nicholas 8,617 8,617 11 1.88 Proposed-secondary districts: 
+ Roberton 3,419 3,419 3 66 101 
Glasgow District 133,192 112,792 85 108 = s«Ow8 96 72 2.16 896189 2133 kg 
Paintsville District 86,076 86,076 100 95 ko hg pu 110 1,601 5 1. Barren 27,559 - a, 65 22 7-29 
1. Johnson 25.771 25,771 85 16 +63 264 2. Allen 15,! 15, 2 2.51 364 
2. Elliott 8,713 8,713 3 83 oho + Edmonson qy2 Dor E 1.10 Fa 
. Lawrence 17.275 17,275 10 10 1.67 425 . Hart 17, 239 17,239 2 2.56 se 
« Magoffin 17. Te 5 1.01 303 + Metcalfe 10, 853 10,853 +70 
5. Morgan 16,827 16,827 8 1.33 369 + Monroe 14,070 14,070 7 1.33 se 
e P ts < 7. Warren ; »631 22, 43 39 9.67 
Pikeville District 135,078 130, e 19. y 
l. Pike beg & 3 di 30 3 eee ‘aed ae tg % Madisonville District 174,695 132, 260 76 184-1 ee 96 38.1 as 3,167 55 
2. Floyd 52,986 52, 2 8.5 lied 1. Hopkins He 89 24,162 6 9.7 555 
3. Martin 10,970 10,970 70 21 2. Caldwell 14,499 ou 1 12 3.30 
; + Christian %,129 405 8.02 726 
Winchester District 37,939 24,56 65 60 1.6 430013 10-99 266 636 60 - 4. Crittenden sie 12,115 8 1.95 5 
2 iat oo fe : 7 oe 32 al en : i oe 35 
2. Montgomery . ’ . ° ’ * ° 
3. Powell 7,672 7.671 f a8 173 T- Webster 19,198 14,802 19 4.03 339 
Mayfield District 56,318 uh, 79 a fap | 57 ~=:101 15.53 276 1,013 56 
See footnotes at end of table. 1. Graves 31,763 23,1 5 29 saan 
2. Fulton - 15,413 12,105 12 a 5. 205 
3- Hickman 9,242 9,142 7 1.62 ous 


f See footnotes at end of table. 
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BEDS IN GENERAL eo 4 EDS 1m GENERAL 
Stare POPULATION 2 aoe POPULATION 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL REGION ALLIED SPECIAL PERSONS 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS DISTRICT HOSPITALS 
[ree SOURAR SY 
AND 
COUNTY TOTAL 


DESIGNATIONS (in 


MILLIONS) 
KENTUCKY MISSISSIPPI 
(Continued) (Continued) 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Murray District 51, 53,721 93 90 1.6 46-80 62 167 14n 39 Corinth District 8h, 544 76,72 91 1101.3 50.) So | AR? 16S yas |e 
1. Gatlomy 39 eee ae foe he me 2 Prentiss Big aOlg to Gor ee Me 
» Lyon *. . ° “3 hy 
» Marshall 16,602 16,602 16 2.19 6 e Tippah 16 80 1 sée0 10 2.' 46k 
. Trigg 12,784 12,784 ; 8 1.81 6 oie Fishoningo 97 16,97 40 aon “51 
; . @ 4 District 147, 127,726 86 ia = 08 a 220 =—-:170 2,6 
Tsolated districts: : “ie Leflore pp, toe : 38038 7l 3 e 13:02 ; ba 6 
Bardstown District 27,626 2u,47k ag 22-80 4.87 176 698 ho, 2. Carroll 20,651 20,051 8 le 
1. Neleon. 18,004 14,852 16 3.3 36 ee sete EMt 5 ca tee 
2. Larue 9,622 9,622 6 1.53 » Tallehatohie , bade 25 15 “13 
Casssii ecu District 7,420 4,510 2 7 8.84 236 17 WL Grenada District 101,743 90,040 88 ley 12 71 7O 0h pao 2,779 37 
cr yideeei. Oh Gar pine : 4 id 3.14 : Fee ; ry ftp pe thea A 67 ‘ ts ype utr 
2. Henry 12, 220 12, 220 19 2.89 289 tpacanr ome is she i 3 2 is 7 
et at a it 4 nnd Ee ecgoacy 15,705 13,471 35 11 2.ue 
i u : 5. Webster 14,160 14,1 1 2.33 ist 
Cloverport District Wha Wh, 100 27 61 ata 138 1,388 32 6. Yelobusha 18,387 15,047 25 1 2.07 
1. Breckinridge lta 17.7 10 26 
es panied ite Tees iy 2.36 5h Malone Bhetrios ine Gs.e70 81 1 1.2 ed 66 a DS faite by 4 kg 
eS eaeta ida phere 3 nde ba or ae 21,892 21,892 3 10 1.55 129 
Russellville Dietrict ; 63,702 55,779 88 15 0.2 Meo 77 10. MW 175° bee se ag 3. Lincoln 27,506 2, 27% 40 17 4.91 
ae aera than eo Aue ot . ise fs Oxford District 155,709 145,92 ok S139 ug 100 «649.99 128 3,839) 
3+ Simeon 11,752 7,812 10 3.00 239 1. Lafayette 21,257 = 17,82 7 6 5.58 *< O79 
. Toad 14,234 14, 234 12 2.32 377 ania ey pees m4 on ty 
& Panola m4 rs 421 17 5.08 TO4 
2: Pontotoc 22, 22,904 15 13 2.76 9 
+ Tate 19, 309 19, 309 10 2. 11 
J. Union 21,867 18,265 47 15 es kee 
MISSISSIPPI 2,183,796 1,750,914 60 3,387 1.6 1,497 69 409.32 187 M7,heo | M6 Philadelphia District 128,574 124,386 89 120 0.9 6 My apig Ky, hy 
1. Neshobda 27,882 4,171 $3 12 216 28 
2. Attala 30, 227 25,936 13 4.55 Th 
JACKSON REGION 1,598,640 1,332,332 83 2,295 le 1,054 66 292.77 183 32,216 50 ‘ rte oe 0° ay o My 4 Me : 
° . ° 7 
Primary district: 5+ Winston 22,751 19,300 13 3-07 606 
Jackson District 268,800 187,445 70 a. fait 0: 186 965,15). eho = Moray Tylertown District 55,602 49,538 89 98 1 | RET a4 9.06 163 1, 40 
1. Hinds 107.275 45,166 35 iss 3.30 a ctf : 9 birckiaap 11.53 17,9 53 2.23 tos 
2. Copiah 33,97 eI +999 16 °° 781 3. Marion “be ioe 45 a 50 
ra rate ae ze el 3 23 Pa Lees ° 2085 » 17 15 550 
5: Biapeen zeloat pia tng * a mg seT Isolated districts: 
+ Yasoo 091 32,833 50 22 6.3 938 Olarkedale District 128,791 at 90 6h 0.5 69.) (55) enn > TOUR es 
- Coahoma . 
Secondary districts: 2. De S56 wees ees 3 3 a fre 
Greenville District 8 201,6 8 28312 1 Abita -ish . * Qaitean 27-191 27,191 32 15 3-23 2 
Ta. Ee Fe 27 ‘Sas ie Ei te | 
. Bolivar ’ a 100 12.00 
5: tamarer 21 2 5 31 Hee ay Tupelo District ae pe 90 15 1.4 e th] ee 150,502 53 
f° Sharkey 15.53 15,435 1 2.70 36 2, Chickasaw a ee 52 i7 2.82 
° ower ,007 ST. 3 23 36 9.52 93 3. Itawamba 19,922 19,922 5 1.19 5h 
Watches Dietrict 69,666 54,370 78 164 2.4 39 56 14,21 204 2,a1 32 
1. Adams bt ea 136 S pele hg 
2. F 4 1 12, 15 it 
Me erecieth sais iniees 5 1:59 cy MERIDIAN REGION 585,156 is,582 72 1,092 149 muy 7616.55 199 15,208 38 
; Wilicineon 15,955 15,955 28 2. 675 Primary district: 
Vicksburg District 838 +630 4 meee. FY yee | 18. 14 1,46 ho ; 
i Warren 39,595 25.135 : 302 51 rere R i agg Tyan gee] oe 74 15 37 2.7 210 16 15) 191 3,438 yo 
2. Claiborne 12, 810 10,062 9 2.17 ~ hg6 S Olnne ae oe 33 59 1. Se 
3. Iseaquena 6,433 6,433 2 +50 45 ‘ : Jasper 19, 19, 7” 2:00 683 
. Kemper 21,867 21,867 9 1.80 T5T 
See footnotes at end of table. ; j 5+ Newton a4, 249 ah, 249 55 22 3-55 580 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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DESIGNATIONS 


See footnotes at end of table. 


MISSISSIPPI TRANESSEE 
(Continued) (Continued) 
Secondary districts: Secondary districts: 
urge District 81, wis 68 20 =. 6 82 20. 2, 2B Greeneville District 82,099 63,690 78 187 2.3 53 65 4g” 189 1,205 67 
sas tage wed : oon 3 140 3 igi - io 1. Greene 2405 32,621 130 1 -95 617 
2. Lemar 12,096 12 22 g 1.18 500 2. Cocke 083 20,508 12 1 3.32 434 
+ Pearl River 19,125 13,9% ug 14 4,3 oe 3. Hamblen 18,611 10,561 45 18 5.21 174 
> 2292 i & : 
5. paca 1 5 4 6 1.32 the Johnson City District 100, 886 See 63 1 1.6 86 85 25.32 09 251 867 =—:116 
1, Washington 51,631 ; 11 65 15.99 327 
Laurel District 118,457 0252 80 160-164 61 52 19.25 163 3, 9 2. Carter 35,127 26,611 30 13 81 355 
1. Jones 49, 227 022 160 37 11.63 3. Unicoi 14,128 10,778 15 g 2.52 185 
2. Covington 17,0 aioe 5 2.69 6 
. Jefferson Davis 15089 ike : ue ne Proposed-secondary districts: 
‘: 19, ; és , 
5. viens 1 oes 16,928 7 1.79 827 Kingsport District 110,606 82,198 Th 13757: :1.1 87 79 25. 227 1,221 91 
x Te 085 +677 102 63 ne We 
Proposeé-ecconéary . Hawkins 28,523 28,523 15 18 62 
wage ferment = a ng Be ‘ is 3. Johnson 12,998 12,998 6 ten 299 
ambus 139, 107, 1 1.2 j by 2,8 
ot F: nek labia eh he 2660 m 58 32 aN ra Pleasant Hill District 116,515 109,645 94 50 oiéow 67 58 13.45 115 3381 Ru 
2. Olay 19,0 13,403 12 2:15 os 1. Cumberland 15, 2 15,592 50 11 1.99 79 
, Monroe a eke 23,175 60 3 207 769 2. Fentress 14, 262 14, 262 5 1.57 4go 
Z . Noxubee 25,669 ° 5 10 3220 2 z Morgan 15,242 15,242 7 1.30 9 
5. Oktibbeha 22,151 17,251 a 13 3.67 » Overton 18,883 18,883 10 1.68 2 
6 1s 2 oe. eo one Woh ne 
82,728 vi FL). aed 107. «129 22. 270 : + Putnam » 250 a, a Z 
wie iy - 50,799 e791 1235 : we iis 585 7. Yen Buren 4,090 4,090 1 22 255 
2. Hancock So 74190 9 54 see es 8. White 15,983 13,477 10 2.08 385 
= gt! “ct aan? a 2 \ Isolated districts: 
ha i ae 2 ef La poke Rastrgot 82,985 1B. 15 95 4g 59 10.82 130 1,672 50 
Lucedal 18,216 18,26 » 100 8 2. 1 1,209 15 + Camp 31,131 23 5. 7 
nari 8708 «8,70 5 1 igi 2: Glatterne at, 57 a 657 5 2k is 
512 1. 28 + Banco ° 62 
2. Greene 9,512 9,51 3 ; 7 . Scott 15,9 151986 9 1.95 sig 
y ‘ MEMPHIS REGION £91,529 522,553 59 2,030 2.3 1,005 113 320.09 359 102,478 71 
2888, ' 0 2, 100 11.1 3 
TENNESSEE 2,915,841 1,888,635 65 5,780 2. 908 9 312 1,961 69 Bs: Pees 
, . 3 ‘ : wees bar rae 416,608 ee 29 1,805 4.3 628 151 228.99 550 913 «as 
CHATTANOOGA : 179, 81 “e) 135. 9182 £0 + She. 358, 250 5.308 1,805 591 221.32 751 
REGION 334,787 79,449 54 3 97 5.25 (37 2. Fayette 30,322 30, 322 17 3:01 704 
Primary district: 3. Tipton 28,036 24,523 : 20 ; 45g 
Chattanooga District 2 258 12a, 46 0s 2.7 275 104 112.30 hon 2,646 100 Proposed-secondary districts: t 
1. Hamilton” 160,478 hig, 31 223 97.70 a6 
2. Bledsoe 8, &, 5 73 Jackson District 0891 161,426 $1 126 0.6 179 60 45.05 201 4,007 56 
. Bradley 2B, 17,147 Se a 6.55 338 1. Madieon 0125 29,783 sh 53 gia 561 
- Marion 1901 19,100 g 3. 507 2. Carroll 25,978 25,978 a +36 596 
. Meigs 393 2393 3 a 23 Pag Chester lak 11,124 7 1.57 285 
oie eB pao aR i ee 1 3 OES es 
° ° 2 0 ° S ° . . 
7. Sequatchie 038 5,038 273 é = 2, s B:s50 < E 2 s es 
Proposed-seconéary districts: if 8. Henderson 19, 220 ees 8 20 515 
a 1. hat bi eg aes me i Ens Bs Lig Mine at ts = Isolated districts: 
2. Monroe 0275 2,682 28 18 2.91 
i n ‘ 3 _ Dyersburg District 101, 61,520 80 50 0.5 35 94 aT in 1,728 
3. Polk 15,473 15,473 3.02 36 sae are 5320 73 ce 2s i 23 f 59 
Be: 2. Lake 11, 235 11,235 if 2.41 1 
' é: Lauderdale 24,461 21,677 22 5.00 487 
KNOXVILLE REGION 852,120 612,567 72 1,270 891.5 666 78 204.42 cho 11,867 72 + Odbion 30,978 23,722 15 29 T.4e 550 
Paris District 19.772 69,790 87 49066 65 81 14.0h 176 2,160 37 
Primary district: a ae isery 5 19, 2 49 « 5.54 £22 
201 as, 60 T 21 3 go 124.26 ; 1 2) Ben con 11,97 ll, 1.53 30 
Pie Sethe "Bas a me 8h.54 3 pa = > Huaphreys Taher 12,42. 12 1.87 555 
2, Anderson 26,50% 23613 ef nl 4.54 338 + Weakley 29,498 3,911 25 5.10 576 
: bec taake 23 ine = et ts Savannah District 69, 664 69,664 100 3855 8.24 gs 2,670 2 
- Jefferson 18,62 16, 30 17 2.12 jis 1. Hardin 17,806 17,806 i2 2.03 595 
‘ 19, 838 12, 30 ll 00 2h 2. Decatur 10, 261 10, 261 \ 1.41 3 
7. Roane 27,795 18,194 50 a “91 9 + McWairy 20,424 20,424 13 2.64 9 
a: devier 291 23,291 io 16 2.92 3 ‘ee 7.535 76535 3 +89 19 
9. Union 9,030 9,030 3 C 22 5s. Magne 13,38 3.638 6 1.27 TH 
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' tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the WEST SOUTH CENTRAL STATES 


BEDS IN GENERAL va 
STATE POPULATION &/ ey! puysicians 3/ INCOME STATE 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) REGION ger 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS DISTRICT eae 
AND AND 
COUNTY OOUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


TENNESSE 
(Continued) 


\ 


NASHVILLE REGION 


837,415 574,066 69 1,666 2.0 gil 109 «6262.38 «= 31213, 43H G2 ARKANSAS 1,949,387 1,517,477 78 3.227 167 1,829 94 505.31 259 52,725 37 
Primary district: 
Nashville District 387,784 195,270 50 1,307 3.4 fee 154 = 183. 473 3,087 126 HOT SPRINGS REGION 525,507 411,558 78 990 1.9 508 97 135-70 58:16, 439 32 
1. Davidson 257, 267 89, 865 1,204 159. 532 ' ; 
2. Cheatham 39328 asi fe 2 ant Primary district: 
+ Robertson 2, 22, ° 
- Rutherford 33,604 +109 42 35 ae 630 Hot Springs District 69.456 42,796 62 274 =. 3.9 ig as 24.70 356 2,143 32 
5. Sumner 32,719 27,890 a 4, 552 1. Garland hl, 20, 294 274 129 19.90 a 
6. Williamson 25,220 © 21,100 16 20 4.31 2. Hot Spring 18,916 13,626 13 3-92 a1 
3. Montgomery 8,876 8,876 7 US 801 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
6 re 6h 13.32 a aren is Secondary districts: 
Clarksville District 73, 57.710 79 7 0.9 . . j 
1. Montgomery Be e515 67 3 7.78 rae) Texarkana District OTe 78,131 60 260 2.7 7% ° 77 22.95 236 2,443 ho 
2. Dickson 19,718 16,21 1 3.61 1. Miller / 31,87 20,053 203 30 2-2 627 
- Houston 432 6,432 3 ec ref 2. Hempstead 32,770 25.296 57 18 84 135 
. Stewart 13, 13, 3 a. - Lafayette 16,851 16,851 16 3.18 2h 
. Little River 15,932 15,932 1 3.21 
Columbia District 135,075 108,704 80 103.08 9 69 26.73 198 3,142 43 . 
1. Maury +307 Soe 50 9.75 614 Proposed-secondary districts: 
2. Giles 20+ 239 23 19 5.31 619 
» Hickman 1 873 14,873 8 1 ese Bl Dorado District 165,952 aa 86 78 pe 134 81 pean! 299 4, 768 35 
- Lawrence 28,7 2919 14 ghey 1. Union 50, 461 . 22 7 70 1,052 
. Lewis 2 8h9 5,849 2 2. 285 2. Ashley 26,785 a, 2 oor 2 
» Marshall 16,030 12, 44s 10 14 4.17 377 e: Bradley 18,09 15,582 38 1 40 
+ Calhoun 9,6 9,636 5 1.27 628 
Lebanon District Thi 66,046 92 ST eke 50 69 10.72 149 a, 45 2 Columbia 29, 822 2496 21 20 6.43 768 
1. Wilson 25, 207 19,317 61 20 4.62 - Ouachita 31,151 22,176 46 25 7-63 738 
2. Cannon 2.880 od 26 4 1.15 270 
» De Kalb 14,588 14,588 1.57 317 Isolated districte: 
. Smith 16,148 16,148 I 2.35 329 
5. Trousdale 6,113 6,113 1.03 1 Arkadelphia District 118, 229 97,198 82 go OO 101 85 24.78 210 4, 826 4 
1. Clark ; 19,324 14 3 5.34 87s 
Teolated districts: 2. Dallas 14,471 11,042 10 3-19 672 
2 Howard 16,621 13,839 1 3.67 600 
Celina District 40, 890 40,890 100 26 64 3.43 eh £6 46 » Nevada 19, 16,692 30 1 3.51 616 
1. Clay 10,904 10,904 4 77 2: Pike 11,7 11,78 11 1.92 615 
2. Jackeon 15,082 15,082 9 1.32 3 - Polk 15,692 12,322 15 3. 860 
3. Macon 14, 904 14, 904 13 1.34 7. Sevier 15, 12,193 46 15 2.87 585 
Shelbyville District 128,625 105, 446 82 10208 96 15 23.68 18h 2,982 43 Dermott District 74, Was 64, O47 86 1221.6 hig 66 13.67 184 2, 33 
1. Bedford 23,151 16,614 ho 20 5.49 2 1. Chicot ae ou, 67 a red ey 
2. Coffee 18,959 14,410 13 ee 435 2. Desha 27.1 2 5 13 87 TT 
2 Franklin 892 21,132 30 1 +30 1 3. Drew 19,831 16,181 30 15 3.70 836 
. Grundy 1,552 11,552 6 1.24 358 
YY Lincoln i Ae 22,530 32 23 5.27 582 
» Moore +098 4,093 2 is 122 
7. Warren 19, 15,115 16 3. 443 LITTLE ROCK REGION 1,423,880 1,105,919 78 2,237 1.6 1,321 93 369.61 260 36,286 39 
Primary district: 

1/ Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were Little Rock District re ge 131,339 53 1,260 5.0 405-162 208 = 385 4,150 60 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of thevAmerican Medical 1. Polaski 156,085 2909 1,230 322 el3 Es 
Association, Vol. 121, Mo. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all géneral hospitals 2. Faulimer 25,880 20,098 30 35 5.7 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- + Grant 10,477 10,477 ; J 1.73 631 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General « Lonoke 29,802 29,802 7-38 600 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affaire are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a - Perry 8,392 8.392 6 1.09 556 
local area basis, tut other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals + Saline 19,163 15, ll 28 726 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. 

2/ County population totals from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940. Secondary districts: 

37 Physician totals represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory. 

4/ Estimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid for goods and Fort Smith District 141,679 96,243 68 ou7) 1.7 143101 45.32 320 3.367 he 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 1. Sebastian 62, 809 225 235 72 32.41. 529 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 2. Crawford 23,920 18,498 19 4.05 2s 
Management, Vol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 3° Franklin 15,683 15,683 12 8 2.43 15 

5/ Land area in aquare miles from: Population. First Series, U. S, Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: + Logan 25,967 22,537 31 h, Tat 
19o. 5. Boott 13,300 13, 300 13 2. 898 

Jonesboro District 24h, 369 201, 296 82 27 8600.9 171 70 69.01. 282 4, 206 58 
+ Craighead 47, 200 471 100 37 eo t 717 
2. Greene 30, 204 23,125 25 18 K 9 
e Jackson 26,427 22,106 23 pS rae 37 
» Lawrence 22,651 22, 22 19 592 
2: Miseiseippi 60,217 66, 33 69 51 31.31 919 
/ ! + Poinsett 37,670 3, 19 6. 762 
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ARKANSAS LOUISIANA 
(Continued) (Continued) 
Proposed-secondary districts: Isolated districts: 
Bateevilie District cag raf 91 = 1.1 = 72 4 152 2,535 3 Tallulah District 134, 4 119,106 89 a 0.3 7 53 = 161 meee 32 
+ Independence 5 ° - 1. Madi 18, 12,731 1 11 ; 2 
2. Isard izesh zag . 1 1:62 ih 2. Catahoula iene ; this 6 i 732 
+ Sharp 11,497 2497 6 1.51 76 + Concordia 14,562 11,705 28 rs 2.58 709 
. Stone ; 8,603 3 -78 10 » . East Carroll 19,023 15, 312 8 57 the 
. Franklin 32, 382 29, 54s a 5.10 
spree heme District 2-133 Ego 81 Eas 1.0 F 114 el 198 sp uM |; Peeens 15, 15,940 8 2.33 = 
+ Washington ° . . + West Carroll 19, 19,252 2 
2. Benton 36,148 ; 39 2 8.23 se se ee ae ? 4 
3. Madison 14,531 14,531 8 1.55 832 a 
Helena District 3.913 70, 241 75 60 0.6 56 60 20.14 = 21h 1, hs WEN ORLEANS REGION 1,010,572 4ou, 4o 4, 4, 1,41 140. 426.02 kaa, 6 86 
1. Phillips 2970 32,707 60 30 11.30 i a * sad a ; ‘ 
: Lee ee on 3 ae a Primary district: 
+ Monroe ’ ° ° 
New Orleans District 562 54,154 10 3,826 6.8 1,109 196 308.17 546 2,102 269 
ee yt! District yer gee 78 Le 0.6 Ped 70 BL 2 a 39 ze (ome 9.231 aioe 3,616 aves 3 199 
ee erson ’ ? - Jeffer . . . 
2. Arkansas 437 18, 809 19 6.42 1, A Frsquntase 12,318 12,318 10 9 1.30 ee 
+ Cleveland 12,570 12,570 7 iB 601 . St. Bernard 7,280 7, 280 i 5 Flo 
- Linooln 19,709 19,709 9 2. 565 
Secondary district 
Russellville District conf = 108,671 89 1244 1.0 ee 86 2.40) = (175 5,194 a ¥ Sy 
i3 5. 19,755 68 51 616 Baton Rouge District 205,705 156,664 76 21 = 1.3 16 80 a 307 39625 58 
2. Conway 21,536 16,928 30 17 2 a 1. East Baton Rouge 88,415 53,696 27 of 04 2 
+ Johnson 18,795 15,677 26 13 3.59 76 2. Ascension 2,25 17,326 9 15 4.o4 bed 
+ Newton 10, 881 10,881 5 2 822 - East Feliciana 18,039 12,655 2 15 1.78 
« Searcy 1, 11,942 12 is 664 . Iberville 27,72 22,672 35 a 5.77. 611 
tel 201370 «20370 22 3128 he 2: Ste Helens ee 3 “72 a 
e fe. 2 ° . . . ena ° ° . 
7. West Baton Rouge 11, 263 11,263 4 1.50 201 
Searcy District 87,74 petal 96 965: 10k 68 Tl 15645 176 2,903 30 8. Test Feliciana 11,720 11,720 5 1.2 410 
1. White 37,1 33, 76 34 Ts 1,042 
2. —— 132% ae 22 2 ps 28 Proposed-secondary districts: 
° .] ° '? ° . ; 
» Woodruff 22,133 22,133 14 378 592 rita wasting ete aes 69 138 1.5 i 70 ga 227 ar} ky 
« Va on ° ° . 
Isolated districts: ; 2. St. Tammany 23,6 16,637 ‘ eal i 908 
. 3. Tangipahoa 45,519 35,485 69 31 10.70 803 
Forrest City District 104,562 91,862 8s 58 55 19.69 188 1689 5 
Te bo Francis ae: go ° i ; Isolated districts: : 
2. Crittenden 6 . . : 
3. Cross 2, 22,413 14 4,33 eee Thibodaux District 136,719 121,816 89 63 0.5 67 4g 31.28 89229 3,683 37 
1. Lafourche 38,615 32,764 40 20 10.00 1,157 
gag aaa rs rf Ce he eae Oe ites 5. St, Cherie pees apieer 4 2108 304 
. eo l° » e ° . . 6 . '. . 
2. Baxter 10, 281 10, 261 8 1.78 571 - St. James ' 165 16 7 2.74 249 
» Carroll 14,737 14,737 17 2.85 63% + St. John the Baptist 14,7 14, 2 2.30 225 
+ Falton 10,295 105598 H 1.5 611 . Terrebonne 35, 880 26, 828 23 1 10.89 1,391 
5. Marion 9 9» 1.00 628 ‘ 
Pocahontas District 46,705 43,677 9h 33 Th TOS es 2' 1 
1. Randolph ue 15, 291 13 2.60 cs ‘a % PINBVILLE REGION 627,915 454,146 72 gs2s«146 451 72 156.61. 249 16,254 39 
peor " — . ue sy Primary district 
ct: 
Pineville District 206,697 161,276 78 Yio 22 181 88 47.46 230 6,270 33 
1. Rapides. 13,3 42,007 Wo 108 25.58 1,329 
: 2. Allen aD 13,607 10 Es ie: 
LOUISIANA 2,363,680 1,363,442 59 7.132 3.0 2,464 104% 789.78 334% 45,177 52 2 sibel oys ae 35,681 - 3.80 oye 
. e ys i ° 
+ Grant 15,933 15,933 6 2.75 670 
+ La Salle 10,959 10,959 13 3.09 ss 
MONROE REGION 325,374 257,019 79 461 1.4 223 69 74.63 | - 229 6,692 37 7. Vernon 19,142 16,313 . 10 3.48 1, 
Primary district: Secondary districts: 
Monroe District 191,12 137,03 8972 419-22 152 «8 53.01 27 4, "ye Lafayette District 154,345 107,627 «= 70 5230) 2ad 106 = 69s 3B 2A 2, 90T- 5B 
a er pny Feed i. 3235 Le ; ci 2e ey Lafayette ta ape re} Pd ae ee 
; Jackson 17,807 15,168 10 ptt uke ad 3. St. Martin 26,394 22, 893 10 6 3.58 738 
» Lincoln 0790 17,683 hg 18 5.00 i + Vermilion 37,750 . 12 22 7.00 1,224 
oe me ee} fo ry os 
» Richland g & 
7. Union 20,943 20,943 ll 3.02 oe See footnotes at end of table. 
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BEDS IN GENERAL , BEDS IN GENERAL a 
STATE oo STATE POPULATION ©/ “ease INCOME LARD 
REGION ALLIED SPECI PERSONS REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) PERSONS 
Aon cia HOSPITALS ee ay" aerate HOSPITALS PER 
AND SQUARE AND Sa Et UO, > ks 2] SQUARE 
COUNTY MILE COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS DESIGNATIONS 


See footnotes at end of tadle. 


LOUISIANA OKLAHOMA 
(Continued) (Continued) 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Lake Charles District 102,74 63,6' 62 100 «1.0 Ti ¥1.ss = Mos 4,390 23 Enid District 3,438 Yo, 312 55 240 83.3 8 116 41.16 560 2, 26 
1. Caicasiou 56,506 26, 583 15 i 314 1,104 1. Garfield ary 17,403 240 61 30-50 ges 
2. Beauregard 14, 47 11,097 5 10 3.52 1,184 2. Grant 13,128 13,128 13a h, 
. Cameron oe 1.205 4 -88 1,4 3« Noble 14, 826 9,781 12 6.38 
- Jeffereon Davie 2191 16,848 13 6.07 658 
Lawton District 95, bus 67,102 70 1 5 geste, > F 96 =:103 34.83 365 3,610 26 
New Iberia District 68,642 ho, 59 55 «Ow Yh 64 16.43 = 239 1,193 58 1, Comanche 38,988 20.955 223 50 15.59 1,088 
1. Iberia 37,183 20,07 55 5 Part bs 2. Cotton 12, ssh 12, 13 78 6 
2. St. Mary 31,458 20,215 . 19 . F e Kiowa 22,81 17, 640 22 1 8.12 nee 
Tillman ° 20,7 15,645 47 1 6.34 
Opelousas District 95,485 81, 263 85 64 OT 47 ig 16.56 173 1,494 64 
1. St. Landry 71,481 31 +299 64 37 12. Proposed-secondary districts: 
2. Pointe Coupee 24,004 a4, 10 3.62 in 
Ada District 113,554 ie 78 128 >...2.2 3 s2 33.01 2o1 3,144 36 
1. Pontotoc 39,792 ou, 75 2 15.60 71 
; 2. Coal 12,811 12, 811 k 2.50 5 
SHREVEPORT REGION 400,019 267,681 67 1,38 = 3.5 377 ou = «:132.52 = 331 8,547 47 3 Garvin 31,1 26,046 33 23 6.94 sk 
- Johnston 15, 15,960 8 2.97 657 
Primary district: 5. Murray 13, 841 8, 871 20 16 3. hog 
rt District ; 123,0 53 1,289 5.6 2717. «-120)—Ss:102.52 ah 3,053 76 Cherokee District 40,990 33,382 3 8&6 2.1 35 85 15. 390 3,100 13 
ap iy se Se poe 51086 1,257 225 88.90 900 1. Alfalfa 14, 11,576 50 13 £22 sah 
2. Bossier 33,162 27,376 2 5.88 a1 2. Major sh i 11,946 7 3. Oks 
+ De Soto 31, 803 27,738 32 1 5.61 899 3. Woods 14,915 9, 860 38 15 Te 1,272 
. Red River 15,881 15, 881 9 2.12 413 ; 
i Chickasha District 101, 888 79, 062 78 ns = 1.2 85 83 32.31 86317 2,926 35 
Isolated districts: 1. Grady 41,116 27,005 81 41 sg 2 1,092 
2. Caddo "41,567 33+988 37 4 12. 1,275 
Minden District 87,464 74, 468 85 70 860.8 > 63 17.18 =—:196 2,218 39 3. MoClain 19, 205 16,089 10 4.27 
1. Webster 33,676 24,177 45 Lie 626 : 
2. Bienville 23,933 2933 12 30 ; 826 Shawnee District 115,578 71,66 62 163 164 90 78 50.36 = 436 1,428 81 
3. Claiborne 29, 855 2358 25 19 5.82 766 1. Pottawatomie 23tT Lee ? 38 2h. 138 ; 
2. Seminole ‘ 39, 339 52 25. 29 
Hatchitoches District 81,506 70,162 86 a] 0.3 48 55 12.83 157 3,276 5 
1. Hatohitoches ho, 34,2 98 1,297 Ieolated districte: 
2. Sadine 23,5 23, 27 14 15 1,029 
3. Winn 16,923 12,411 7 2.70 950 Altus District 47,277 31,759 67 320 «OT 38 80 16.60 351 1,949 & 
1. Jackson 22,708 14,115 17 16 $.38 60 
2. Greer 14,550 10, 357 12 5.72 37 
3. Harmon 10,019 7.287 15 10 2.50 532 
Woodward District 53, 386 47,982 go 93 UT. 56 105 23.12 86453 9,172 6 
OKLAHOMA 2,336,434 1,456,771 62 5-023. cos 2,352 101 945.88 405 69,283 4 1. Woodward 1 “Z10 10, B64 25 al 8.84 1,235 
2. Beaver 8, &, 20 7 2.02 1,793 
+ Cimarron 2638 3698 3 1.55 1,832 
- Bilis &, &, hs 7 3-09 1,222 
OKLAHOMA CITY REGION 1, 220, 861 738, 399 60 2,967 2.44 1,366 112 529.54 434 2,806 r=) . Harper 6,454 6, 45% 7 an 1,034 
- Texas 9,896 oh ll 5.38 2 O56 
Primary district: 
Oklahoma City District 369,607 120, 3 1,38 3.7 164 210.00 568 4, (3 
1. Oklahoma 2h 389 si 3 - 1,241 we 162.16 Lees t TULSA REGION 1,115,573 718,372 64 2,056 1.8 986 ss «416.3% =373—Ss27, 77 54 
2. Canadian 27,329 17,251 100 £0 12.18 885 : 
- Cleveland 27,728 1 299 2 225 547 : Primary district: y 
- Kingfisher 15,617 12, 265 12 - 6 89h 
» Lincoln 29,529 26,791 10 19 7.60 a3 Tulea District 325, 246 127,583 39 8402.6 366 = 119. s«184.50. «4567 2,882 113 
+ Logan 25, 245 15, 227 35 27 12.35 THT 1, Tulsa 193, 363 45,069 723 285 138.12 572 
2. Creek 35+503 32,901 15 39 21.08 72 
Secondary districts: + Okfuskee 2279 22, 10 20 6.00 38 
» Oksmulgee 50,101 27,145 92 2 19.30 700 
Clinton District 108,776 85, 87% 19 250 2 23 oh 86 38.55 354 5,945 18 
1. Custer 23,068 13,828 ue ju 10.93 Secondary districts: 
2. Beckham 22,169 14,111 7 22 ri 898 ' 
3: Blaine 18,543 15,715 eat Y 55 925 McAlester Diutrict 146,046 116,615 $1 15 390.8 23 6h 34.08 233 5,935 5 
‘ 11,981 aT; 3.30 990 1. Pittsburg 46, 985 33,988 103 15.06 1,359 
« Roger Mills 10,736 10, 736 4 25 1,124 2. Atoka 18,702 16,154 4 2.8h 2 
- Washita 22,279 19, 503 30 14 6.47 1,009 + Haskell 17, 32% 17,324 6 2.86 14 
+ Hughes 29,189 22,557 i2 si 7-94 $10 
Duncan District 100,922 71,930 nh 1771.8 87 86 33.62 333 2,980 34 + Latimer ‘ 1 12, 380 2.15 
1. Stephens £5090 amigas 105 28 10.21 893 + Puchmataha 19, 16,212 10 3.23 1,635 
zn: — pL an ee 47 bi ae oe Muskogee District 6 86 6 
$ ‘erson 5,107 5,107 25 10 10 stric 111,65 75.7! 6 1200 «(1.1 110 . 7 2,121 
- Love 11,433 11,433 5 2.24 bess 1. Muskogee cps 33,582 120 86 > 30.75 2 822 " 
A 2. MeIntosh ‘ 097 13 4,22 ral 
3. Wagoner a, 18,107 ll 3.78 ish 


Seo footnotes at end of table. 


54 


* 


fable 7.-—- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,2/ of primary, secondary, p: sed-secondary, and isolated 


rope 
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ALLIED reo 
nospitacs/ 


. OKLAHOMA 
(Continued) 


Talihina District 110,322 oe 93 25 23 69 63 18.85 171 4,132 27 
1. Le Flore 45,866 hi, 255 36 8.92 ty 
2, McCurtain 41,318 37,629 3 6.87 5 
3. Sequoyah 23,138 23,135 10 3.06 703 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Claremore District 36,852 26,814 78 sh 2.3 28 76 10.03 272 1,290 29 
1. Rogers 21,078 16,944 8h 18 -50 713 
2. Howata 15,774 11,870 10 53 577 
Durant District 78,880 60, 350 11 66 80.8 46 58 17.52 222 2,111 37 
1. Bryan 38,138 oe 7 - a0 a3 
2. Choctai 28, 22, o 
3. Marshall ieaee 9,790 8 3:25 ay 
Pawimeka District 119,145 65,640 55 273 2.3 114 96 60.97 512 3,662 33 
1, Osage 9502 32,792 108 31 ee 2, 
2. Kay 47,084 8,556 115 52 55 
3. Washington 30,559 14, 292 50 Bp 19.21 25 
Pawnee District 53,452 30, 400 57 4905") 202 hg 90 22. ha 1,288 42 
1. Pawnee 17,395 12,143 50 13 4h 591 
2. Payne , 3,057 18,257 70 35 18.12 697 
Picher District 75.524 55,646 7 pb ine OS, 58 77 19.95 26% 2,025 37 
1. Ottawa 35,849 21,656 % 37 11.81 
2, Craig 15, 398 1 9 5.97 7 
3. Delaware 18,592 18,592 2.17 718 
Tahlequah District 58,453 52,925 91 72 (2262 34 58 9.16 . 157 2,031 2 
1. Cherokee 21,030 18,003 72 11 3.33 782 
2. Adair 15,755 15,755 2 2. 569 
3. Mayes 21,668 19,167 1 3.7 680 
TEXAS 6,414,824 3,503,435 55 k,l 6,898 108 2,858.08 WG 263,6h4 oy 
DALLAS REGION 2,006,405 1,133,998 57 4,622 2.3 2,23 110 909.96 454 37,628 53 
Primary district: 
Dallas District 572,504 204, 400 36 2,001 3.5 663 151 355.89 622 4,637 9-123 
1. Dallas 398» 964 79,064 1,777 m1 301.25 3 
2. Collin 7.190 38,635 38 12.31 
- Denton 3,658 22, 41 HA 13.10 she 
- Ellis 1 733 31,991 2 15.88 95: 
- Keufman 38,08 25.173 1 oT 11.68 él 
» Rockwall 7,051 7,051 6 1.67 147 


Secondary districts: 


Fort Worth District 295,461 24-899 32 972 3.3 396 «= 134s s195.19 661 3,430 86 


1. Tarrant 225,521 3,61 916 333 174.13 
2. Johnson 30, 19,8: 1s 11.10 7 
» Parker 20,482 14,558 10 | 16 275 
. Vise 19, 16, 32 19 . 909 
Marshall District 220,098 164, 75 3261.5 174 79 «76436347 3,989 5 
1, Harrison 50,900 32, 145 bd 14.78 892 
2. Gregg 58,027 33,187 110 32.79 264 
« Marion 11,457 660 8 aint 400 
- Panols 22,523 22,513 10 3.41 860 
+ Rusk 51,023 Wh 523 40 Mn 17.61 gus 
+ Upshur 26,178 23,023 53 16 5.40 59 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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TEXAS 
(Continued) 


Paria District 
1. Lamar 
2. Delta 
+ Franklin 
- Hopkins 
5. Red River 


Sherman District 
1. Grayson 
2. Fannin 


Proposed-seconéary districts: 


Corsicana District 
1. Navarro 
2. Freestone 
3. Henderson 


Gainesville District 
1. Cooke 
2. Montague 


' Jacksonville District 
1, Cherokee 
2. Anderson 
e Angelina 
+ Nacogdoches 


Texarkana District 
1. Bowie 
2. Case 
3. Morris 


Tyler District 
1. Smith 
2. Van Zandt 
3. Wood 


Isolated districts: 
Greenville District 
1. Hunt 
2. Rains 


Mineral Wells District 


Mount Pleasant District 
1, Titus 
2. Camp 


EL PASO REGION 
Primary district: 
El Paso District 


1. El Paso 
2. Hudspeth 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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65 


78 


72 


82 
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72 
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0.8 
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67 
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68 
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156 


15. 906 
2.43 276 
1.52 293 
8.02 793 
5-75 1,033 
35-99 326 1,890 58 
27.28 98h 
8.71 906 
28.17 270 2,886 
15.78 1,084 
5.08 862 
7.31 940 
14.69 324 1,846 
8.59 909 
6.10 937 
41.73 281 3,942 
11.35 1,054 
11.09 1,068 
9. 

9.7 3 

26.68 285 2,149 4y 
17.02 gel 
7.64 965 
2.02 263 


46.31 372 2,517 
32 939 


18.98 338 1,145 49 


Be 393 5,288 Bh 


3.26 ols 
-67 197 
5.79 92 
9.78 899 

7.87 267 60s kg 
5.59 hig 
2.28 190 
127.60 568 37,816 


a0 527 5-587 ay 
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BEDS IN GENERAL 7a BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE POPULA 2 AND PHYSIC 3 INCOME STATE AND 
DISTRICT nospiTacs// DISTRICT PER 
AND PT eR CERES AND SQUARE 
COUNTY PER Pi COUNTY MILE 
DESIGNATIONS F DESIGNATIONS 


TEXAS ‘ TEXAS 
(Continued) (Continued) . 
Isolated districta: Secondary districts: 
Alpine District 40.67 24,754 61 30 «0.7 36 89 19.12 9-471 2915 2 Corpus Christi District 155,115 65, 257 4e 59 eT 151 97 83.34 537 3,224 hg 
1. Brewster 6,478 2,612 1o 6 2.77 » 208 1, ueces 92, 661 28,580 191 107 55.23 = 
2, Culberson 1,653 1,653 1 1.0 3,848 2. Jim Wells 20, 259 12, 447 32 13 He 
e Jeff Davis 2,375 2,375 3 3 2, 258 . Kleberg 13,3 5,562 36 1l ell 851 
+ Pecos 8,185 4,891 5 4.32 4,736 « San Patricio 28,871 18,668 20 12.19 689 
2: Presidio ‘ 10,925 7,120 F 8 3.66 3,877 ‘ 
- Reeves 8,006 3,151 20 ‘ 11 54s 2,600 Proposed-secondary- districts: 
7. Terrell 2,952 2,952 2 1.48 2, 388 
7 Cuero District 104, 541 86,721 83 as 1.7 61 58 min 217 4,572 23 
Odessa District 49,911 21,863 Wy Tl 1.4 47 94 37.7 756 6,314 8 1. De Witt 24,935 17,517 5 14 9.42 910 
1. Ector 15.05) 5,478 36 10 ae 907 2. Goliad 8,798 8,798 H 2.02 871 
2. Crane 2,841 2,841 3 ag i e Gonsales 26,075 21,353 25 1 8.59 1,058 
. Loving 285 285 +06 T . Karnes 19, 7 28 12 5. 758 
+ Midland 11,721 2, 369 15 14 8.79 938 5. Lavaca 25,485 22, 60 18 5.42 975 
» Upton 4, 207 1,702 8 2 3.67 1,312 
. Ward 29575 5,631 10 gia J 827 \ Laredo District 103,836 48,715 47 ST 0.8 2 76 31.70 305 12,608 8 
7. Winkler 6,242 3,557 12 8 34 887 a aan ijt pecs 75 3 oe pie 
HOUSTON REGION 1,178,338 534, 846 45 3,621 31 1,281 109 571.43 485 21,858 54 Fe Duval 20,565 14,810 12 16 5.50 1,64 
. Jim Hoge 5. rae H 2.41 1,139 
Primary district: 2: La Salle 8,003 2370 1.84 1,501 
« Maverick 10,071 3,612 7 3.00 1,279 
Houston District 700,732 209, 4g 30 2,708 3.9 8 127 387.78 553 6,193 113 7. Molullen 1,374 1,374 2h 1,159 
1. Harris . 528,961 118,077 1,870 6 306.11 1,747 8. Zapata 3,916 3,916 3 17 1,080 
2. Brasoria 9069 21,403 18 16 10.14 1,441 
FS Chambers 7,512 7,511 6 3035 616 McAllen District _ 222,865 123, 55 as 1.1 193 87 61.21 9275 6,541 34 
- Fort Bend 32,963 294306 66 14 10.76 + 867 1, Hidalgo 106, 059 59 79 133 79 28.08 1,541 
5. Galveston 81,173 14,563 701 14s 039 430 2, Brooks 6, 362 +362 1.62 908 
6. Montgomery 23,055 18,431 53. 11 8.03 1,090 He Cameron 83, 202 38,312 115 95 25.74 883 
» Kenedy 700 700 03 1,407 
Secondary districts: : 2 Starr 13,312 13,312 7 1.97 1,207 
- Wil1 13, 180 8 b 
Beaumont District 178,586 63, 388 35 450 2.5 185 104 98.03 549 re 81 sas sat ° ae 4 
1. Jefferson 145, 329 40,128 410 166 87.01 Victoria District 55, 224 36,509 66 103.169 39 Tl 24.2h = a9 3,331 17 
2. Hardin 15,875 13,350 <9 5.07 bee - 1, Victoria 23,741 12,175 58 19 * 12.6 §33 
3. Orange 17,382 9,910 ho 10 5.95 3 2. Aransas 3,469 3,121 1 6 27 
2 Calhoun 5,911 5,911 6 1.62 5 
Proposed-secondary districts: + Jackson 11,720 5996 5 3.51 zh 
- Refugio 10, Fs 8 . 
El Campo District 74,036 59,1 80 172 25 eH 72 29-13 4o2 3,170 23 tats ag me a bi 
1. Wharton 36,158 27,8 120 14.52 1,079 Isolated districts: 5 
2. Colorado 17,812 17,812 9 13 7.22 990 
3. Matagorda 20,066 13,472 43 16 7-99 1,141 Beeville District 26, 280 19,491 7% 35.61.153 20 76 10.29 392 1,914 wy 
1. Bee 16,481 9,692 35 14 7-90 she 
Hempstead District : 75,011 62, 438 83 W619 61 81 19.86 265 2,581 29 2. Live Oak 9,799 9,799 6 2.39 1,072 
1. Waller ee sis, 52 : fe 22 
2. Austin 17,38 17,38 18 1 f 2 Kerrville District 2.7 621 72 % 1.4 177 15. \y 6,1 
- Grimes 2,960 15,822 22 15 5.21 801 1. Kerr re 25 078 20 fo r Fy ie et ? 
+ Washington 25, 387 18,952 5h 22 7.13 611 2. Edwardes 2,933 2.933 2 se 2,075 
+ Gillespie 10,670 ‘7 18 i; 
Liberty District 54, 232 51,1 Qu 1 Pine | 36 66 15.55 287 2,886 19 . Kimble os ge ‘ 2 2.00 ei 
1. Liberty 24,541 a, 55 18 9.36 1,17 5. Real 2,420 2,420 1 51 625 
2. Polk 20,635 20,635 16 17 fe A 
3. San Jacinto 9,056 9,056 1 < 619 Uvalde District 54, 042 21,674 4O 43 C«Ow 55 +102 18.13 335 8,629 6 
1. Uvalde 13, 246 6,567 12 15 5.92 1,588 
Isolated districts: 2. Frio - » 207 6,043 20 oS 2.15 1,116 
. Kinney . 1,880 1.10 1,391 
Jasper District 95,741 89, 234 93 iy 0.8 57 60 20.48 aly eee 20 Val Verde sybase 2,110 17 84 3, 
1. Jasper 17,491 13,994 9 4,5 5. Zavala 11,603 5,074 il 8 2.12 1,292 
2. Newton 13,700 13,700 7 2. Qui 
e Sabine 10,896 10,896 8 1.92 564 
r San seenytins 12,471 dh 5 aoe 612 
+ Shel s 29,235 1225 30 19 7 81 TELE REGION 1,032,72 687,64 6 2, 02 1, 101 ° 47, 
&: eyler 19 1198 3 265 oe 32,717 67 643, 7 2232 ous 369.97 358 7 676 22 
Primary district: 
Temple District 126, fe 1 | ama 4 164 #1 42.12 2 4 
SAM ANTONIO REGION 1,192, 49h 589,651 4g 2,059 1.7 1,288 108 4g2.98 413) 5h, 27h 22 ae Bell ees pod fo : 90 16. ” or si 
2. Burnet 10,771 10,771 18 9 re} 1,003 
Primary district: « Coryell 20, 226 17, 20 +33 ae 
+ Lampasas 9,167 5,741 a 1 Re 7 
San Antonio District 437,854 164, 318 38 1,061 2.4 632 «1h «69.61 = 5502 7,325 60 + Williamson yi yi 
1. Bexar 338,176 78,622 994 $25 192.59 1,247 2 +698 xf ite Wa bse Sr 
2. sate sacee a 9 11 ae ly 
- Bandera 923) i 5 ° 6 See footnotes at end of 4 
Si: Comal 12/321 5.3 5 i 6.04 be bs 
5. Guadalupe 25,596 18,590 21 16 7.08 715 
6. Kendall 21080 Bice 1 2.25 670 
7. Medina 16,106 16,106 10 3.67 1,353 
8. Wilson 17,066 17,066 22 9 3.18 80: 
56 
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Ane woowe 4/ Lap POPULATION &/ Prysicians 3/ wcowe 4 

REGION ALLIED SPEGIAL (DOLLARS) anca®/ | PERSONS ft age SPECIAL bance A 
DISTRICT wosprraus PER nospitacs// 


PER 
1,000 


TEXAS 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


Austin District 
1. Travis 


1. Tom Green 


8. Schleicher 
9. Sterling 


Waco District 


+ Hill 
5. Limestone 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Brownwood District 
1. Brown 
2. Coleman 
- Comanche 
» Eastland 
» McCulloch 
» Mills 
7. San Saba 


Cameron District 
1, Milan 
2. Brazos 
« Burleson 
« Robertson 


Crockett District 
1. Houston 
2. Leon 
+ Madison 
. Trinity 
5. Walker 


Isolated districts: 

Llano District 

1. Llano 

2. Mason 
Sonora District 

1, Sutton 

2. Crockett 
Stephenville District 


1. Brath 
2. Hamilton 


WICHITA FALLS REGION 
Primary district: 


Wichita Falls District 
1. Wichita 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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TEXAS 
(Continued) 
Secondary districts: 


Abilene District 
1, Taylor 
2. Callahan 
+ Fisher 
« Nolan 
5. Shackelford 


Amarillo District 
1. Potter 
2. Armstrong 
e° Carson 

Deaf Smith 

5. Hartley 
6. Hutchinson 
7. Moore 
8. Oldham 
9. Randall 


Lubbock District 
1. Lubbock 
2. Crosby 
a Floyd 
+ Garza 
5. Hockley 
6. Lamb 
7. lynn 
8. Terry 


Proposed-secondary districts: 
Big Spring District 
. iH 


Plainview District 
1. Hale 
2. Briscoe 
« Castro 
- Swisher 


Stamford District 
1, Jones 
2. Haskell 
3. Stonewall 


. Vernon District 


Isolated districts: 


Dalhart District 
1. Dallan 
2. Hansford 
+ Lipscomb 
. Ochiltree 
5. Sherman 


Paducah District 


1. Cottle 
2. Dickens 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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oT A eS a 
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9.38 
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BEDS IM GENERAL 
2 BEDS x GENERAL i oe eine ann 

POPULATION / PHysicians >/ REGION PERSONS 

REGION ALLIED SPECIAL Pasay Pwr ai PER 
nosertacs/ 
DISTRICT AND “—e 
cour’ county ri 
DESIGNATIONS 


DESIGNATIONS 


PER TOTAL 
Fao TOTAL veo eb Rapes 
nah 


TEXAS 
(Continued) 
Pampa District 83,865 54,206 65 yg 2a 83 99 45.31 517 —«-7,059.—Ss«d22 TRARO SENETS  —-NBLIES GG 14993 5-0 i Malay (he oF 
1. Gray 23,911 11,016 25 17. 937 
2. Childress 12,149 5,685 20 12 6. 26 701 
2 2 ect gar a = 5 ates Ee BOISE REGION 524,873 348,165 66 1,593 3.0 4o3 gl k6.79-b7Os«82,808 = G 
. Hall 12,12 8, 248 1 h. ; 
» Hemphill Kat 4,170 +f z zo 209 Primary district: 
Temeeerye ae ripe] 2 ; Boive District 73, 44s 44,215 60 285 (3.9 93 (1e7 39.4737) Heh 
8, Wheeler 12,22 9,288 55 10 5672 916 x. dda ees Ey 285 a ie 4 
Seagraves District 710 sks5 89 150.5 oh 78 =e 366 6, 286 5 oie = . : : 
ereres Distric el xe to 18 10 4.65 179 Sere 5.2s Prous H ees 968 
2. Andrews 1,277 1.277 1 “2h 1, ; 1652 ee 2 Li 7 
. Batley 6,318 6,318 3 5 2 5. Onyhee 5.65 5,65: 13 ° 
+» Coch: > of 2 A 
ef ot orda bee) pers 3 ok 859 Secondary districts: 
+ Yoakum 54354 54354 5 zee ed Idaho Falls District 70,290 4g,1ks «68 168 2. M6. O65 29.98 426 5.939 12 
1. Bonneville 6 10,673 138 19 15.61 5 
2. Bingham al, 17,363 16 6 6.49 2,072 
1/ Hospital ded totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were . sr ag ets efi at é 3.07 a 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical ” 399 eon 9. fan Ed bed 4 ue 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all ghental bere 5» Teton 3, 3 . 
lus tho nderi dalised i 1 ided ral hospitals, i.e. ternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
Eig VECGANT orubipedin. Bulltréa’d, ccovatesoent eat Nat, dies and skhevs Siena similar Limited types of care, General Lewiston District 63,277 eth Tm + 4.6 "2 88 ne ugg (3, 4 5 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 1. ape Perce 18,873 bah 3 ; 89 Beil 
local area basis, tut other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals 2.  ealeeiged Bd 2 see 3 3 3.23 sas 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. . ree eat ry 91 4 18 ope cn 
2/ County population totale from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940. . 9 4 666 i: 3 ao Va 
ca) Physician totals represent counts of all | decemrnie listed in the 1940 American Medical ehhh Seeask 5 i 5s hs: + - + 
Eetimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money ac paid for goods an 
services, Federal eilewaenti: money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney i ri  ponk “ead are 55 iA 3-0 3 Le er WN6 953 mn 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power, Sales ; 2. Sobel 9,511 6,189 7 4.03 03 
Management, Yol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. tee : d i 
ist, Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. 8. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: ‘ Pocatello District 64,565 33,950 53 273 4,2 53 82 32.18 4g 7,126 9 
3 1. Bannock 34,759 13,935 175 31 20.18 1,820 
2. Bear Lake 7,911 5,087 7 3.3 988 
» Caribou 2, 28% 2, 264 36 3 le 1,175 
« Franklin 10, 229 5,933 17 5 3.64 Sul 
2 Oneida 5,417 p: 20 H 2.03 1,191 
, 3,965 25 1.70 purse! 
Proposed-seconfary districts: 
Twin Palle District 69, 46, 705 67 wg 51 BB 33.77 482 5, 801 12 
1. Twin Palls shes 24,552 85 29 20.19 1,942 
2. Cassia 14,430 ere 18 9 6.40 2,544 
+ Gooding 9,257 +689 & 3.68 722 
e Jerome 9,900 6, 363 5 3.50 593 
Wallace District 72,499 50,020 69 33 47 65 31.70 437 7,667 9 
1. Shoshone 21,230 13,156 125 43 13.36 2,609 
2. Benewah 7,332 7,332 25 2.35 79 
+ Bonner 15,667 11,311 ho 9 4.9 1,736 
4. Boundary 5,987 5, 28 H 2. 1.273 
5. Kootenai 22, 283 12, 23 25 1 8.26 1, 
Teolated districts: 
Hailey District 26,181 23,014 88 35 1,3 18 69 10.67 os 12,832 2 
1. Blaine 5, 295 5,295 20 4 2.78 2, 
2. Butte 1 1,877 1 a3 ee 
3 Camas 1; “is 1 47 1,057 
« Custer +549 beard hy 1.51 4,933 
z Lincoln . : 2 230 3 1.568 1, 
+ Minidoka 9,870 6,703 15 5 3-73 750 
St. Anthony District 17,830 15,111 85 10 56 7-16 02 6,213 2 
1. Premont 10, 304 7,585 5 3-85 1,819 
2. ar eked Bae ; 32 bo 
Yellowstone Hational fy es nics or 
Park (part) 6/ 58 
Weiser District 16, 295 12,632 78 1 80 ‘ 477 6, 2 
1. Washington 8,853 5,190 ; Mey ny es 
2. Adame 407 407 2 : 1,377 
3. Valley +035 035 3 2.24 3,719 


ie 8 See footnotes at end of table. 
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MONTANA 


BILLINGS REGION 
Primary district: 


Billings District 
1. Yellowstone 
2. Big Horn 
3: Carton 
+ Golden Valley 
2 Musselshell - 
+ Stillwater 
7. Sweet Grass 
8, Treasure 


Secondary districts: 
Miles City District 


Proposed-seconéary districts: 


Glendive District 
1. Dewson 
2. McCone 
+ Richland 
+ Wibaux 


BUTE REGION 
Primary district: 


Butte District 
1. Silver Bow 
2. Beaverhead 
« Deer Lodge 
- Jefferson 
5. Madison 


Secondary districts: — 


Missoula District 
1. Missoula 
2. Granite 
2 Lake 
- Mineral 
2 Powell 
« Ravalli 
7. Sanders 


Teolated districte: 
Kalispell District 
1. Flathead 


2. Glacier 
3. Lincoln 


GREAT VPALLS REGION 
Primary district: 
Great Falls District 
1. Cascade 
2. Choutean 
2 Judith Basin 


5. Teton 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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MONTANA 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


Eavre District 
1. Hill 
2. Blaine 
3. Liberty 


Helena District 
1. Lewis and Clark 
2. Broadwater 


Lewiston District 
1. Fergus 
2. Petroleum 
+ Phillips 
+ Wheatland 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Boseman District 
1. Gallatin 
2. Park 
3. Yellowstone National 
Park (part) 6/ 


Conrad District 
1. Pondera 
2. Toole 


Glasgow District 
1. Valley 
2. Daniels 
- Roosevelt 
+ Sheridan 


WYOMING 


CASPER REGION 
Primary district: 


Casper District 
1. Natrona 


Secondary districts: 
Cheyenne District 

1. Laramie 

2. Albany 

3. Goshen 

4, Platte 


Rook Springs District 


+ Sudlette 
- Uinta 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Fort Washakie District 
1. Fremont 
2. Hot Springs 
2: Park 
. Teton 
5. Yellowstone Wational 
Park (part) 6/ 


See footnotes at ond of table. 
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Table 8.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities, _/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
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POPULATION 2 AMO Puysicians 3/ woowe */ LAND 

ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS) reg) 

HOSPITALS ‘ ne 

Raa ee 
SQUARE 
PERCENT PER PER nee MILES 
TOTAL oF 1,000 Lose CAPITA 
RarAL PERSONS PERSONS ' 


WYoMrInG 
(Continued) 
Sheridan District 38,24 27,685 72 131 3.4 39 102 pres 615 10,462 4 
1. Sheridan 19, 255 8,726 78 28 14.23 2,531 
2, Big Horn 12,911 12,911 38 10 6.18 p276 
3. Campbell 6,048 6, 04g 15 1 3.09 0755 
Teolated districts: 
euceanis District 16,409 16,409 100 ho 2.6 11 67 8.09 493 7,918 2 
1. Weston 4, 1998 5 2 2, 
2. Crook 5,463 5,463 3 1.65 2,897 
3. Niobrara 5,988 5,988 he 3 3.45 2,613 


1/ Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, No. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 
local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group’ are all mental and tubertulosis hospitals 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. 

2/ County population totale from: Population. First Series, U. S, Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940. 

3/ Physician totals represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory. 

4/ Estimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basie of money actually paid for goods and 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 
Management, Vol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 

8/ Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. 8. Sumary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 

1 


8/ Yellowstone National Park is located within the limits of Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming. 
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Table 9.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,2/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the MOUNTAIN STATES (Part II) . 


ALLIED SPECIAL 
HOSPITALS 


ARIZONA 499 ,261 325,280 65 2,518 5.0 594 119 236.04 473 113,580 y 


PHOENIX REGION 499 ,261 325 ,280 65 2,518 5.0 594 119 236.04 473 113,580 \ 


Primary district: 


Phoenix District 258 ,227 161,640 63 981 3.8 281 109 124.00 480 29,344 9 
1. Maricopa 186,193 105,794 537 223 96.30 p22 
2. Gila 23,867 13,004 137 22 9.29 +750 
. Pinal i 28,841 28 841 177 18 8.73 5,378 
. Yuma 19,326 14,001 130 18 9.68 9,985 
Secondary districts: 
Tort Defiance District ; 58,102 50,857 88 78-989 yi 71 14.71 253 22,95) 3 
1. Apache 24,095 24 095 50 19 3.63 11,17 
2. Greenlee 8,698 6,030 32 6 3.00 1,874 
3. Navajo 25 ,309 20,732 96 16 8.08 9,911 
Tucson District 129 ,060 72,631 56 704 5.5 206 160 65.89 511 2l, 303 6 
1. Pima 72,838 36 ,020 495 - 147 39.16 9,241 
2. Cochise 34,627 20,151 142 37 17.00 6,256 
He Grahan 12,113 12,113 37 13 1.59 4,610 
- Santa Crus 9,482 4 347 30 9 5.1 1,246 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Prescott District 53,872 4o 152 15 255 4.7 66 123 31.44 584 39,924 1 
1. Yavapai 26,512 20,493 122 37 16.62 8,091 
2. Coconino 18,770 11,068 93 18 8.59 18,573 
3. Mohave 8,591 8,591 40 11 6.23 13,260 
COLORADO 1,123,296 532,540 47 5,182 4.6 1,963 175 569.48 507 103,967 11 


COLORADO SPRINGS REGION 282,498 190,976 68 1,442 5.1 394 139 127.66 452 44 819 6 


Primary district: 


Colorado Springs District 91,572 45 461 50 859 9.4 162199 49.19 -§37 8,731 10 

1. Bl Paso 54,025 17,236 7 139 35.03 2,158 

2. Elbert 5,460 5 460 5 1.67 1,864 

. Fremont 19,742 10,420 70 25 6.91 1,562 

. Lincoln 5,882 5,882 8 ~ 2.53 2,598 

5. Teller 6,463 6,463 25 5 3-05 55 

Proposed-secondary districts: 

Durango District 33.509 27,622 82 1293.8 39:16 ll. 356 7,625 4 

1. La Plata 15 , ho) 9,607 118 20 6.48 1,689 

2. Archuleta 3,806 3,806 2 -99 1,364 

. Dolores 1,958 1,958 2 -33 1,028 

. Hinsdale : 9 3 9 -07 1,057 

5. Montesuma » 10,463 10,463 1l 12 3.27 2,095 

6. San Juan - 1,439 1,439 3 +78 392 
Grand Junction District 65,679 44,719 68 MY aay 8 129 29.67 452 6,709 10 

1. Mesa 33,791 21,312 86 ke 16.72 3,313 

2. Delta 16,470 12,75 12 24 6.70 1,157 

3. Montrose 15,418 10,65) 16 19 25 2,239 
Salida District 32,465 22,722 70 180 5.5 33-02 15.05 464 _ 10,945 3 

1. Chaffee 8,109 3,140 80 ii 52 1,039 

2. Gunnison 6,192 6,192 25 7 H 07 3,242 

ee Lake 6,883 2,109 46 6 +23 380 

+ Park 3,272 3,272 14 2 1.52 2,166 

5. Pitkin 1,836 1,836 15 z 38 974 

6. Saguache 6,173 6,173 6 1.33 3,144 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 9.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities Bad of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated Table 9.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities 2 of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- districts making up broad hospitel service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the MOUNTAIN STATES (Part II) - Continued tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the MOUNTAIN STATES (Part II) - Continued 


COLORADO 3 
(Continued) ! (Continued) 
Isolated districts: Secondary districts: 
Alamosa District 43 , Oy 34 223 80 88 2.0 39 91 15.68 364 5,043 9 La Junta District 48,321 30,110 62 117 2.4 3 110 20.88 432 6,216 8 
1. Alamosa 10,484 4,871 43 Wy 51 1. Otero 23,571 13,037 117 12.29 1 1267 
2. Conejos 11,648 11,648 2.31 1,271 2. Bent 9,653 6,421 15 2.86 16533 
« Costilla 7.533 7.533 3 +85 1,215 + Kiowa i 2, 2,793 1 -75 1,792 
. Mineral 975 1 41 921 . Prowers 12,3 7.859 11 4.98 15626 
5. Rio Grande 12, 9,196 45 12 5.60 916 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Burlington District 10,476 10,476 100 36 5.3 10 95 3.83 3,953 3 
1. Kit Carson 7,512 7,512 8 2.75 2,171 Trinided District 38,576 25.353 66 7 1.9 28 3 12.86 333 ec 5 
2. Cheyenne 2,964 5 3 2 1.08 1,772 1. Las Animas 32,369 19,1 15 23 10.41 4, 
A 2. Baca 6,207 6,207 5 2.45 
Ouray District 5.753 5,753 100 IGF. 2.8 6 10 2.32 1,823 3 
1. Ouray 2, 2, 16 2 1.06 540 
2. Sen Miguel 3, 3, 4 1.26 1,283 
WEVADA 110,247 66,956 61 756 6.9 167 151 90.65 822 109,802 1 
DENVER REGION 661,275 251,492 38 3,062 4.6 1,369 207 367.59 556 40,052 17 : 
Primary district: 
; RENO REGION 110,247 66,956 61 756 6.9 167 151 90.65 822 109,802 1 
Denver District 411,264 68,531 17 2,4e1 5.9 1,058 257 257.53 626 3,761 109 
1. Denver 322,412 2,441 987 228.76 a Primary district: 
2. Adams 22,481 16,187 10 7.06 1,247 
. Arapahoe 32,150 21,298 31 10.98 827 Beno District 48,350 21,715 45 358 «= 7.4 90 3=:186 roan 828s: 14, 327 3 
. Douglas 3,496 3,496 3 2.01 843 1. Washoe 32,476 5,841 300 69 26. 6,281 
5. Jefferson 30,725 27,550 27 8.72 786 2. Churchill 321 5,317 24 6 4.02 4,907 
. Douglas 2, 2,056 3 1.86 724 
Secondary districts: . lyon 4,076 4,076 3 2.02 2,012 
5. Ormsby 3,209 3,209 34 7 2.64 141 
Boulder District 42,650 22,286 52 258 6.0 76 178 23.25 545 2,769 15 6. Storey 1,216 1,216 2 65 262 
1. Boulder 37.438 17,074 258 70 20.76 3 
2. Gilpin 1,625 625 1 -63 1 . Proposed-secondary districts: 
3. Grand 3,587 3.587 5 1.86 1,867 
Elko District 14,018 9,924 71 73 5.2 20 13 12.37 882 26,943 1 
Greeley District 80,961 60,082 Th 157 1.9 go lll 31.42 388 286 15 1. Elko 10,912 6,818 3 15 10.26 17,140 
1. Weld 63,747 47,752 108 76 24.08 el 2. Bureke 1,361 1,361 1 56 4 182 
2. Morgan 17,214 12,330 4g 14 7.34 1,282 3. Lander 1,745 1,745 4 1.55 5,621 
Proposed-secondary districts: Ely District 16,507 12,367 15 106 6.4 21 127 12.00 727 19,542 1 
r 1. White Pine 12,377 8,237 90 16 9.68 8,893 
Fort Collins District 37,337 18,941 51 62 17 56 150 18.71 501 4 2u2 9 2. Lincoln 4,130 4,130 16 5 2.32 10,649 
1. Larimer 35,539 17,143 62 5 17.88 2,619 
2. Jackson 1,798 1,798 2 -83 1,623 Las Vegas District 20,020 11,598 58 60 86 4.0 19 95 16.80 839 25,991 1 
1. Clark 16,414 7,992 60 14 13.12 1,927 
Sterling District 49,050 41,639 85 93 «©6019 uy 90 19.55 399 7.959 6 2. Hye 3,606 3,606 20 5 3.68 18,064 
- Logan 18,370 10,959 60 18 8.66 ze i 
2. Phillips 4 ous 4 ,oks 8 7 2. Winnemucca District 7,456 7.456 100 75 10.1 lls 6.12 821 15,695 §/ 
+ Sedgwick 5,294 5, 10 5 2.36 Sul 1. Humboldt 4,743 4,743 15 aD 3-89 9,702 
. Washington 8,336 8,336 5 nan 2,525 2. Pershing 2,713 2,713 6 2.23 5,993 
5. Yuma 12,102 12,102 15 9 4, 2,383 
Isolated districts: 
| Isolated districts: 
Hawthorne District 35 3,896 100 6416.4 6 154 3-33 855 7,304 1 
Glenwood Springs District 40,013 40,013. 100 G15: 13 =} 112 17.13 4es ee 2 1. Mineral 2,3 2,342 ob 3 1.68 3,734 
1. Garfield 10,560 10,560 20 1 4.59 2, 2. Bemeralda 1,554 1,554 3 1.65 3,570 
2. Clear Creek 3,734 3,784 ; A 394 
Eagle 5,361 5,361 1.98 v4 
» Moffat 5,086 5,086 3 2.36 4, 
5. Rio Blanco 2,943 2,943 4 H 1.32 3,263 
6. Routt 10,52 10, 31 1 4.35 2,330 
7. Summit 1,7 1,7 2 . 615 NEW MEXICO 531,818 355,417 67 2,007 3.8 439 83 184.20 346 121,512 4 
PUEBLO REGION 179,523 90,072 50 679 3.8 200 «111 74.23 «413. :19,096 9 ALBUQUERQUE REGION 531,818 355,417 67 2,007 3.8 439 83 «= 184.20 346 = 121,511 4 
Primary district: Primary district: 
Puedlo District 92 ,626 34,609 37 gy 45.3 119 —s«128 ho.ug oy 519 17 Albuquerque District 114,560 76 ,073 66 509 4a 1 95 41.72 364 13,951 8 
1. Puedlo 68,870 16,708 467 100 32.41 od 2: ; 1. Bernalillo 69,391 33,942 509 on 34.63 1,163 
2. Crowley 5,398 5,398 4 1.79 803 2» Sandoval 13, = 13,898 2 65 3,811 
. Custer 2,270 2,2 4 58 BT 3: Torrance - 11,026 4 1.76 3,340 
. Euerfano 16,088 10,233 20 11 5.71 1,578 - Valencia sired 17,207 9 3.68 5.637 
Bee footnotes at end of table. : See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 9.-- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities ,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totale for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the MOUNTAIN STATES (Part II) ~ Continued 


BEDS IN GENERAL e 
STATE POPULATION 2/ Lyk PHysicians 2/ INCOME 
REGION ALLIED SPECIAL (DOLLARS): 
DISTRICT HOSPITALS 

AND [oa Fhe ARRAYS aes] 
ocean, PERCENT PER PER TOTAL 
DESIGNATIONS TOTAL TOTAL SK TOTAL | 1.000 | TOTAL | 100,000] (IN Bhi nk 
TOTAL PERSONS PERSONS | MILLIONS) 


HEW MEXICO 
(Continued) 


Secondary districts: 


Hot Spri District 85,004 58,214 68 257 3.0 sh 99 25.52 300 31,882 
sc iiseme 6,962 4 022 125 7 1.94 3,034 
2. Catron 4, 881 4 881 5 -60 6,898 
Fe Dona Ana 30,11 22 ,026 18 7.74 3,804 
. Grant 20,050 15,006 87 34 7-10 3,970 
5. Hidalgo 821 1,720 20 5 2.45 3,447 
6. Inna 6,457 2,849 25 if 3-27 2,957 
7. Socorro 11,422 7,710 8 2.42 7,772 
Las Vegas District 46 667 30,111 62 1242.5 32 66 14.55 299 10,630 
1. Sen Miguel 27,910 15,548 103 16 6.78 4 7h9 
2. Guadalupe 8,646 8,646 5 2.35 2,998 
3. Quay 12,111 5,917 21 11 5.42 2,883 
Santa Fe Dietrict 56,178 35,853 64 264 4.7 yy 18 15.98 284 7,798 
1. Santa Fe 30,826 10,501 165 35 13.16 1,943 
2. Rio Arriba 25,352 25,352 99 9 2.82 5,855 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Carlebed District 55,987 30,231 54 Wh 2.6 4g s-86—i«iW0s—sEGSCi«iS LY 
1. Bady 24,311 13,124 87 20 10.69 4163 
2. Lea 21,154 10,535 25 18 11.86 4393 
3. Otero 10,522 6,572 32 10 3.55 6,635 
Clovis District 32,708 17,53 54 sh 2.6 25 76 16.20 495 3,058 
1. Curry 18,159 Tea 8h 19 11.89 1,403 
2. Roosevelt 14,549 9 445 6 4.31 2,455 
Gallup District 40,7 33,715 83 357 8.8 28 69 11.97. 294 10,971 
1. McKinley 23,641 16,600 276 19 shit 5 456 
2. San Juan 17,115 17,115 81 9 3. 5,515 
Raton District 61 ,696 50,901 83 193 3.1 36 58 15.74 255 13,916 
1. Colfax 18,718 11,111 121 17 7-27 3,765 
2. Harding 4,374 4,374 2 92 2,136 
2 Mora 10,981 10,981 4 1.87 1,942 
- Taos 18,528 18,528 47 5 2.62 2,256 
5. Union 9,095 5.907 25 8 3-06 3,817 
Roswell District 36,262 22,780 63 TAY 20d 33 91 16.42 453 13,311 
1. Chaves 23,980 10,498 - 15 20 12.80 ~ ‘ 
2. De Baca 3,725 3,725 3 +90 2,358 
3. Lincoln 8,557 8,557 10 2.72 4,859 
UTAH 550,310 eh 817 Wy 1,837 3.3 575 104 264.81 518 82,346 
SALT LAKE CITY REGION 550,310 Qu 817 uu 1,837 3.3 575 104 284.81 518 82,346 
Primary district: 
Salt Lake City District 253,619 71,690 28 1,118 4 329° «1300 161.74 638 11,607 
1. Salt Lake 211,62 44 539 1,059 303 149.26 764 
2. Davis 15,78 12,427 9 3.57 268 
e Morgan 2,611 2,611 2 “77 610 
- Sumait 8,714 4,975 45 if 2.53 1,860 
5. Tooele 9,133 4,132 5 3.43 6,911 
6. Wasatch 5,754 3,006 14 3 2.18 1,194 
Secondary districts: 
Ogden District 107,371 46,174 43 376 3.5 92 8 56.86 0 8, 
1. Veber 56,714 13,026 201 54 34.88 “4 Hey 
2. Box Elder 18,832 13,191 55 13 7-56 5,598 
3. Cache 29,797 17,929 120° 23 14.15 1,175 
4, Rich 2,028 2,028 2 27 1,022 


See footnotes at ond of table. 
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BEDS IN GENERAL 
STATE AND 


noserraL el 


REGION 
DISTRICT 
AND 
OOUNTY 
DESIGNATIONS 


UTAH 
(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Price District 47,021 36,964 83 103s 2.2 42 89 15.18 323 18,052 3 
1. Cardon 18,459 10,402 56 18 8.36 1,474 
2. Daggett 564 564 i -16 764 
3. Duchesne 6,958 6,958 5 2.15 ened 
4, Baery 7,072 7,072 6 1.01 442 
5. Grand 2,070 2,070 17 5 68 3,692 
6. Uintah 9,898 9,898 30 7 2.82 4 420 
Provo District 80,837 38,397 47 127.1166 70 87 29.99 372 7,007 12 
1. Utah 57.382 17,777 127 bal 22.66 1,998 
2. duab 7.392 4,557 5 3-37 3,412 
3. Sanpete 16 ,063 16 ,063 1l 3.96 1,597 
Isolated districts: 
Cedar City District 30,126 21,840 72 7% 82.5 22 3 9.91 329 22,931 1 
1. Iron 8,331 3,636 4O 10 54h 3,300 
2. Garfield 3.233 5 253 1 65 Heal 
e: Kane 2, 2,561 9 3 57 1105 
- 8an Juan 4 712 4,712 2 52 7 
5. Washington 9,269 5,678 27 6 2.73 2,425 
Richfield District 31,336 27,752 89 + | ee 3 20 64 11.13 355s, 4e9 2 
1. Sevier 12,112 6,528 37 10 5.38 1,932 
2. Beaver 5,014 5,014 H 1.75 2,587 
. Millard 9,613 9,613 3-53 6,648 
+ Piute 2,20 2,20 2 . 153 
5. Wayne 2,3 2,3 1 . 2,489 


u Hospital bed totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within sach State were 
obtained by tabulating date published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, Ho. 13, March 27, 1943. Included im the general and allied special category are all general hospitals 
plus those rendering specialised services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similer limited types of care. General 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs are counted on the assumtion that they represent facilities operated on a 
local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals 
and infirmary units of correctional and custodial institutions. 

2/ County population totals from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Ceneus of the United States: 1040, 

3/ Physician totals represent counts of all physiciane listed in the 1940 American Medical Directory. 

4/ Estinates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the desis of money actually paid for goode and 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 
Menagement, Vol. 48, No. 8, April 10, 1941. These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 

S/ Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 

1 


6/ Less then 0.5. 


Table 10.- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities, +/ of p: 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the PACIFIC STATES 


STATE 
REGION 
DISTRICT 
AND 
OOUNTY 
DESIGNATIONS 


\ 


FRESNO REGION 
Primary district: 


Fresno District 
1. Fresno 
2. Kings 
2 Madera 
« Mono 
5. Tulare 
Secondary districts: 


French Camp District 
1. San Joaquin 
2. Alpine 
3. Calaveras 


Merced District 
1. Merced” 
2. Mariposa 


Modesto District 
1. Stanislaus 
2. Tuolume 


108 ANGELES REGION 
Primary district: 


Los Angeles District 
1. Los Angeles 
2. Kern 
- Orange 
+ Ventura 


Secondary districts: 


San Bernardino District 


1. San Bernardino 
2. Inyo 
3. Riverside 


8an Diego District 
1. San Diego 
2. Imperial 
Santa Barbera District 


1, Santa Barbara 
2. San Luis Obispo 


SACRAMENTO REGION 


Primary district: 
_ Sacramento District 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 10.- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,1/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and isolated 
districts making up broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional, and State totals for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the PACIFIC STATES - Continued 


STATE 
REGION 

DISTRICT 

: AND 

COUNTY 

DESIGNATIONS 


CALIFORNIA 
(Continued) 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Chico District 
1. Butte 
2. Colusa 
- Glenn 
» Tuba 


Red Bluff District 
1. Tehama 
2. Plumas 
3. Shasta 


Isolated districts: 


Grass Valley District 
1. Nevada 
2. Sierra 


Westwood District 
1. Lassen 
2. Modoc 


SAN FRANCISCO REGION 
Primary district: 


San Francisco District 
1. Sen Francisco 
2. Alameda 
- Contra Costa 
+ Marin 
5. San Mateo 


Secondary districts: 
Bureka District 
1. Humboldt 
2. Del Norte 
« Siskiyou 
- Trinity 
Salinas District 
1. Monterey 
2. San Benito 
8an Jose District 
1. Santa Clara 
2. Santa Crus 


Santa Rosa District 
1, Sonoma 


OREGOH 


PORTLAND EEGION 
Primary district: 
Portland District 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 10.- The composition, based upon existing hospital facilities,~/ of primary, secondary, proposed-secondary, and iso. 
districts a ingen broad hospital service regions; and county, district, regional,- and State totale for selected items per- 
tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the PACIFIO STATES - Continued I 


STATE 
REGION 
DISTRICT 

AND + 
| COUNTY 
DESIGNATIONS 


OREGON 
(Contimed) 
Secondary districts: 


Astoria District 
1. Clatsop 
2. Tillamook 


Bugene District 
1. Lane 
2. Benton 
« Deschutes 
- Lincoln 
5. Linn 


Klamath Falle District 
1. Klamath 
2. Lake 


Medford District 
1. Jackson 
2. Douglas 
3. Josephine 


Pendleton District 
1. Umatilla 
2. Morrow 
« Union 
+ Wallowa 


Salem District 
1. Marion 
2. Polk 
3. Yemhill 


Proposed-secondary districts: 


Baker District. 
1, Baker 
2. Grant 
3. Malheur 


North Bend District 
1. Coos 
2. Curry 


The Dalles District 
1. Wasco 
2. Gilliam 
ge Jefferson 
- Sherman 
5. Wheeler 


Teolated districts: 
Burns District 
Harney 


1. 
2. Crook 


WASHINGTON 


SEATTLE REGION 
Primary district: 


Seattle District 
1. King 
2. Island 
+ Kitsap 
- Kittitas 
« Pierce 
e Snohomish 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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tinent to an evaluation of hospital needs in the PACIFIC STATES - Continued 


STATE 
REGION rhea 
ne scoane 
COUNTY miLe 
DESIGNATIONS 


WASHINGTON 
(Continued) bs 
Secondary districts: 
Bellingham District 101,162 58,741 58 407s 4.0 103 +102 52.29 517 4,058 5 
3 Ve Thatcom 60, 355 31,041 2718 61 32.90 2,151 
2. San Juan 3,157 a 4 ge 172 
3. Skagit 37,650 3 129 38 18.51 1,735 
Olympia District 117,982 67,295 57 3 202 93 79 69.62 590 4,516 26 
a Sarason 31.285 24,031 100 . ete: 3 ue 
2. @: Harbo 53,1 23, 9 ° ° 
oa 11603 “i 2 e 636 9367 
« Pacific 15,928 11,883 12 12 8.23 925 
Port Angeles District 766 16,674 54 283 «9. 29 9h 14.57 a7 3,565 9 
1. Clallen Aas 12,439 200 20 10.55 1,753 
2. Jefferson 8,918 4, 235 83 9 : 4.02 1,812 
Vancouver District s 8,926 57 4234 2 4 us.us 490 31a aT 
1. Clark »852 26,632 283 22.47 B 
2. Cowlits spent 7 140 gi4 Ne 
« Skamania ° . . ° 
. Wahkiakum oe 4, 2 13h ~ ie 
Wenatchee District 67,609 53,071 78 1860s 8.8 68 101 34.57 511 10,067 1 
1. Chelan sane 22,792 150 38 23.10 2,9 
2. Douglas Mee 8,651 2 2.06 1, S41 
3. Okanogan ou, 21,628 36 28 9-41 5,295 
Yakima District 178,490 171.656 7% 406 2.3 150 sh 90.27 506 th 1 
1. Yakima 99,019 8,115 354 78 53.87 »273 
2. Benton 120093 12,053 7 5.03 1,738 
» Grant 14, 009 12 7.58 2.777 
- Klickitat 11,357 11,357 17 15 4.89 1,912 
5. Lewis 41, 393 29,122 35 38 18.90 2, 447 
SPOKANE REGION 294, 726 137,291 47 L205. Ne 386 131 0-195.95 665 19,061 15 


Primary district: 


Spokane District 207,145 85,144 yy 350 4.5 26. 136 «6141.65 68h 10,c%8 20 
1. Spokane 164,652 42,651 au7 122.99 1,763 
2. Perry » 701 4,701 2 1.27 2, 41 
e: Lincoln 11, 361 11,361 3 8.03 eau 
- Pend Oreille 7,156 i 30 2.83 a, 
5. Stevene 19,275 19,275 52 13 53 2,521 
Secondary districts: 
Walla Walla District 42,403 17,355 HL 25 85.1 60 ihe 28.62 675 3,410 12 
1, Walla Walla 30,547 12,438 135 51 20.90 1,288 
2. Columbia 21988 2.5 20 \ 3.78 860 
3. Franklin 2307 "oR 60 5 3.94 1,262 
Proposed-secondary districts: 
Colfax District 45,178 34,792 17 60 1.3 45 == -100 68 568 5,403 & 
1. Whitman F 19,991 60 3 16.57 2,167 
2. Adans 2209 1» 209 232 1,895 
» Asotin 8, 365 249 . 2 2027 627 
- Garfield 3,383 3,383 iy 2.52 714 


1/ Hospital ded totals used for selecting hospital centers and defining service districts and regions within each State were 
obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, Vol. 121, Wo. 13, March 27, 1943. Included in the general and allied special category are all general hospitals 
plus those rendering specialized services commonly provided by general hospitals, i.e. maternity, industrial, isolation, eye-ear- 
nose-throat, orthopedic, children's, convalescent and rest, chronic, and others offering similar limited types of care. General 
hospitals operated by the Bureau of Indian Affaire are counted on the assumption that they represent facilities operated on a 
local area basis, but other Federal hospitals are excluded. Also in the excluded group are all mental and tuberculosis hospitals 
and infirmary unite of correctional and custodial institutions. 

. 2/ County population totale from: Population. First Series, U. S. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1gho. 

3/ Physician totals represent counts of all physicians listed in the 1946 American Medical Directory. 

4/ Batimates of effective buying income in 1940, made by Sales Management on the basis of money actually paid for goods and 
services, Federal allotments, money paid out of savings and surpluses by business and financial institutions, plus the nonmoney 
income of farm and village residents, were obtained for counties and States from: Sales management survey of buying power. Sales 
Management, Vol. 48, Ho. 8, April 10, 1941, These data have been reproduced with permission of Sales Management, Inc. 

‘ e| Land area in square miles from: Population. First Series, U. 8. Summary, Table 17, Sixteenth Census of the United States: 
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Table 11.—- Number of new general hospital beds needed according to estimates based upon selected standards for sug- 
gested hospital service districts, States, and the United States 1/ 


gested hospital service districts, States, and the United States 1/ ~- Contimed 


See footnote at end of table. 


See footnote at end of table. 


Estimated Estimated Estimated . Estimated : Estimated 
State and district nuaber of State and district State and district number of State and district number of State and district number of State and district number of 
designations new beds designations designations new beds designations new beds designations new beds designations new beds 
needed needed needed needed needed 
UNITED STATES 164,696 || MEW JERSEY (Continued) Forth Cent: MICHIGAN 4,776 || WISCONSIN 2,063 |] KANSAS 2, 828 
Newark 6 Detroit ° Green Bay 340 Kansas City 4 
New England States: Morristown oe ILLINOIS 5,780 Bay City 128 Marinette 115 Emporia 147 
New Brunswick 633 Flint 293 Fort Scott 113 
Trenton 120 Chicago 5ug Jackson 193 Madison ft) Hays 225 
CONNECTICUT 609 Bloomington 78 Lansing 301 La Crosse 0 Leavenworth 140 
Danville ts) Potoskey 46 Monroe 78 Sabetha ou 
Hartford 490 || NEW YORK 2,708 Freeport 108 Pontiac 307 Prairie éu Chien 99 Salina 115 
New Haven 0 Kankakee 162 Port Huron 270 Sparta 57 fopeka 0 
New London 119 || Albany 27h || Rockford 137 Saginaw 458 Chanute 106 
Glens Falls 95 Streator 91 Alna 154 Milwankee 204 Concordia 168 
a Gloversville 82 Alpena 122 Fond du Lac 51 Lawrence 157 
MAINE 1,005 Plattsburg 13 Bast St. Louis 980 Grayling 13 Kenosha ol Manhattan 106 
Schenectady 142 Alton 23h Oshkosh 110 Parsons 111 
Bangor 9 Cairo 1 Grand Repids 1,268 Sheboygan 19 Pittsburg 175 
Waterville Buffalo | 738 Carbondale rs Battle Creek 0 Colby 2 
Houlton 95 Clifton Springs 0 Centralia 372 Benton Harbor 173 Vausan 570 Yorton 51 
Elmira 0 Harrisburg Kalamazoo 131 Ashland 0 
Portland 185 Hornell 94 Herrin shh Muskegon 201 Chippewa 68 Wichita 154 
Lewiston te) Rochester (9) Olney 3u5 Traverse City 106 Ben Claire eb Great Bend 31 
Cadillac 8&8 Superior Halstead 0 
New York 0 Peoria 5904 Prescott 82 Hutchinson 116 
MASSACHUSETTS 4o7 Binghamton 0 Macomb 29 Marquette 252 Rhinelander 36 Dodge City oe 
Kingston a Moline 160 Ironwood of Rice Lake 70 Mulvane 
Boston 0 Poughkeepsie Escanaba 1 Winfield 60 
Fall River 161 Springfield 380 Hancock 33 Garden City 0 
Pittsfield i) Syracuse 695 Decatur 93 Sault Ste. Marie West Worth Central States: Liberal 0 
Springfield. 172 Utica 0 Jacksonville 117 Medicine Lodge 34 
Worcester 94 Vatertown 263 Quincy 161 
Mattoon 263 OHIO 10,099 |] Iowa 4,560 
MINNESOTA 2, 293 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 187 || PENNSYLVANIA 8, 225 Cincinnati ° Council Bluffs 460 
THDIANA 6,144 520 Creston 230 Duluth 318 
Manchester PY Erie Ls) Portsmouth 71 Osceola 93 Crookston 192 
Concord 1 Bradford 117 Evansville 606 Chillicothe 7 Shenandoah te) Bemidji 100 
Hanover 0 New Castle 0 Yew Albany 262 Gallipolis ik Brainerd 21 
Portemouth 22 Oil City 262 Bedford 258 Piqua 4 — Des Moines ous Cloquet 30 
Washington 304 Wilmington Marshalltown 37 
Philadelphia 0 Tell City 96 Mason City ne Minneapolis 260 
RHODE ISLAND 360 Allentown oul Cleveland 1,367 Waterloo a Fergus Falls 212 
Chambersburg 162 Fort Wayne 369 Akron 557 Mankato 175 
Providence 310 Easton con Rome City 17 Canton 950 Towa City ° Yew Ulm 149 
Newport 27 Harrisburg Wabash 142 Mansfield 182 Burlington 0 St. Cloud 293 
Westerly 23 Lancaster 108 — Cedar Rapids 264 St. Pel to) 
Reading 612 Indianapolis 765 Steubenville Davenport 79 Shakopee 118 
: Tork kgs Anderson 319 Youngstown 416 Dubuque 169 Little Falls 2 
VERMONT 339 La Payette 162 Painesville 304 Ottumwa 390 Montevideo 66 
Pittsburgh 6 rt 204 Yew Hampton 210 Pipestone ho 
Burlington 109 Altoona 15 Martinsville 0 Columbus 1,349 Morris 0 
Bennington 0 Du Bois 239 Muncie 210 Mount Vernon 70 Sioux City 376 
Rutland 104 Indiana 393 Richmond 251 Springfield 191 Carroll 381 Rochester i) 
Montpelier 47 Johnstown 31 Terre Haute Zanesville A Fort Dodge 322 Austin 124 
St. Johnebury 19 Philipsburg 11 Batesville Kenton 163 Spencer 204 Winona 83 
Uniontown 508 Crawfordsville 58 Marietta 331 
Linton 124 Marion 250 
Middle Atlantic States: Scranton 872 Madison 6 MISSOURI 5, 847 
0 Shelbyville ots Toledo 276 
Shamokin 315 Lima al Columbia 283 
NEW JERSEY 2, 893 Wilkes-Barre 5 South Bend 809 Tremont 3, Hannibal 85 
Williamsport ~~ 1 Gary 305 Wauseon =5 Jefferson City 182 
Camden 875 : Defiance 5 Rolla 265 
Atlantic City te) Kirksville 426 
Bridgeton 180 Lebanon 80 
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Table 11.-- biaher of new general hospital bede needed according to estimates based upon selected standards for sug- 
gested hospitel service districts, States, and the United States 2/ - Contimed 


Estimated 
State and district nuabver of 
designations new beds 
needed 
MISSOURI (Contiznaed) 
Kansas City 
Marshall 193 
St. Joseph 
Maryville 235 
Sedalia 
Fevada wy 
Trenton 154 
8t. Louis 0 
Caps Girardeau 323 
Poplar Bluff 590 
Louisiana 131 
Charleston o7% 
Flat River 174 
West Plains o7 
Springfield 729 
Joplin 290 
Branson 208 
WEBRASKA 1,598 
Lincoln 57 
Beatrice 110 
Hastings Ag, 
Nebraska City 
York 
Onaha 0 
Alliance ‘ 26 
Columbus 158 
Grand Island 16 
Worfolk 131 
Kearney 
McCook 
Worth Platte Praaan Wt- & 
Scottsbluff 111 
Winnebago 118 
Tmperial 0 
O'Weill 134 
Sidney 0 
Valentine 27 
WORTH DAKOTA 560 
Bismarck 114 
Dickinson 139 
Fort Yates 0 
Fargo 78 
Devils Lake Ce] 
Grand Forks f¢) 
Jamestown 92 
Grafton 73 
Oakes 52 
Minot 12 
Williston 0 
Bottinesu 0 
Rugby 0 


See footnote at end of table. 
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State and district 


designations 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


Sioux Falls 
Aberdeen 
Hot Springs 
Mitchell 
Pierre 
Rapid City 
Watertown 
Yankton 
Deadwood 
Euron 
Madison 
Mobridge 
Rosebud 
Webster 
Chamberlain 
Lemmon 


th Atlant tog? 


DELAWARE 
Wilmington 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


FLORIDA 


Jacksonville — 
Daytona Beach’ 
Orlando 
Pensacola 
Gainesville 
Panama City 
Live Oak 
Tallahassee 


Miami 
West Palm Beach 
Fort Pierce 


Tampa 
Lakeland 
Ocala 
Sarasota 


GEORGIA 


Atlanta 
Athens 

Rome 

Dalton 
Gainesville 
Elberton 
Griffin 
MoGaysville 
Monroe 
Tallapoosa 


Augusta 
Milledgeville 
Sandersville 
Washington 


Bstimated 

womber of 

new beds 
needed 


State and district 
designations 


Statesboro 
Vidalia 


Frederick 


Rutherfordton 


Dorhan 
Goldsboro 
Kinston 

Rocky Mount 
Henderson 
Roanoke Rapids 
Sanford 
Washington 
Columbia 
Blisabeth City 


Wilmington 
Fayetteville 
Imaberton 
Pinehurst 


Winston-Salen 
Charlotte 
Gastonia 
Greensboro 
Shelby 
Statesville 
Albemarle 
Beamer Blk 
Wilkesboro 


j 
Table 11.-- Number of new general ‘hospital beds needed according to estimates based upon selected standards for sug 
gested hospital service districts, States, and the United States ij - Continued 


Eetinated Estimated 
State and district number of State and district State and district mumber of 
designations new beds designations designations new beds 
: needed. needed 
SOUTH CAROLINA 4,689 MISSISSIPPI 6,508 
Charleston YT Jackson 1,322 
Kingstree Greenville 731 
Ridgeland 129 Fatches 115 
Vicksburg 0 
Columbia 859 Corinth 268 
Florence o71 Greenwood 534 
Greenwood Grenada 320 
Orangeburg 197 McComb 236 
Rock Hill Oxford 587 
Sumter 321 Philadelphia 394 
Aiken 220 fylertow 14 
Hartsville 347 Clarksdale akg 
Tupelo 87 
Greenville yy 
Anderson 4gg Meridian hgh 
Spartanburg 260 || ALABAMA 7,610 Hattiesburg 15 
323 
Birmingham on Columbus 
VIRGINIA 5,647 Gadeden 460 Gulfport 1 
Jasper Lucedale 
Charlottesville 0 Tuscaloosa Yh 
Harrisonburg Anniston aug 
Winchester 53 Huntsville 616 || TENNESSEE 7.343 
Steunton 187 Sheffield itp : 
Talladega 1 Chattanooga 516 
Lynchturg kgs Athens 176 
South Boston 2o7 Mobile Me 
Jackeon Knoxville 1,147 
Yorfolk 509 Greeneville a 
Newport News 29 Montgomery 1,072 Johnson City aus 
Waseawadox 150 Dothan 1 329 Kingsport bal 
Petersburg 380 Selma 502 Pleasant Hill 
Suffolk 18 Tuskegee 178 La Follette 207 
Mathews he Alexander City oat 
Greenville 0 Memphis 383 
Richmond tt) Troy - Jackson 1,070 
Alexandria a2 Dyersburg 204 
Farmville Paris 150 
Fredericksburg 359 || KENTUCKY 7,501 Savannah 174 
Colonial Beach 102 
Warrenton 92 Lexington 746 Nashville 759 
Vest Point 71 Berea 210 Clarksville 225 
Covington 3h Columbia 502 
Roanoke 658 Hasard Lebanon 2o7 
Clifton Forge 0 Ashland bi Celina 102 
Richlands Danville P4 Shelbyville 220 
Abingdon 149 Frankfort 
Grundy yh Harlan - 288 
Martinsville 102 Maysville 2% v ¢ 
Norton Paintsville 
Pulaski 367 || Pikeville 
Winchester 105 || ARKANSAS 5.549 
Campbell sville 201 
WEST VIRGINIA 3,133 Corbin 351 Hot Springs 326 
Morehead 127 . 189 
Charleston 801 El Dorado 591 
Beckley 118 Louisville Arkadelphia 206 
Huntington 5 Owensboro 398 Dernott 6h 
Logan 1 Paducah 6 101 
Montgomery 137 Glasgow 
Welch Madisonville 547 
Ronceverte 123 Mayfield 14s 
Murray 140 
Bardstown 
Carrollton 
Cloverport 110 | 
Russellville 14 | 


See footnote at end of table. 


fable 11.— Number of new general hospital beds needed according to estimates based upon selected standards for sug- 
gested hospital service districts, States, and the United States 1/ - Continued 


‘ Estimated 
State and district State and district State and district number of 
designations designations designations new beds 
needed 
ARKANSAS (Continued) TEXAS 13,482 |] te I): 
Little Rock 451 Dallas 1333 
Fort Smith 320 Fort Worth TDAHO 790 
Jonesboro Bhs Marshall 565 
Batesville 238 Paris 269 Boise 289 
Fayetteville 304 Sherman 185 Idaho Falls 137 
Helena Paes Corsicana Lewiston 0 
Pine Bluff 12 Gainesville 162 59 
Russellville 396 Jacksonville 338 Pocatello 
Searcy 306 Tozarkena 3 Twin Falls 1he 
Forrest City 261 Tyler 153 Wallace 47 
Harrison 151 Greenville 7 Halley 
Pocahontas 117 Mineral Yells a St. Anthony 
Mount Pleasant Weiser 41 
LOUISIANA 4,502 || El Paso 232 
Alpine 71 || Mowrama 13 
Monroe 710 Odessa 54 
Tallulah Billings 22 
: Houston 684 Miles City ° 
New Orleans fe) Beaumont 336 Glendive (9) 
Baton Rouge 631 El Campo 124 ; 
Bogalusa 330 Hempstead 154 Butte te) 
Thibodaux 279 Liberty as Missoula ie) 
Jasper 165 Kalispell fe) 
Pineville 701 
Lafayette 294 8an Antonio 96 Great Falls ; 0 
Lake Charles 311 Corpus Christi 369 Havre 0) 
New Iberia 220 Cuero ous Helena ty) 
Opelousas 318 Laredo 78 Lewiston 0 
| = McAllen ats Bozeman 43 
Shreveport eg | Victoria 1 Conrad re) 
Minden 149 || Beeville 31 || Giasgow g 
Hatchitoches 177 Kerrville 37 
| Uvalde 92 
WYOMING 251 
OXLAHOMA 5,492 || Temple 471 
dustin 367 Casper 175 
Oklahoma City 702 San Angelo 154 Cheyenne i 
Clinton 261 Waco 507 Rock Springs 
Duncan Brownwood 237 Yort Washakie i) 
Enid Sb Cameron 318 Sheridan 31 
Lawton 126 Crockett Newcastle 
Ada 326 Liano 28 
Cherokee 116 Sonora 17 
Chickasha 290 Stephenville Mountain tes t 
ee “e 
Altus Wichita Falls 500 
Woodward ho Abilene 187 |} ARIZONA 302 
Amarillo a3 : 
Tulsa 1,019 Labbock tt Phoenix 302 
McAlester 469 Big Spring 1 Fort Defiance 0 
3 Plainview 136 Tucson 0 
falihina 1 Stamford 108 Prescott 0 
Claremore 63 Vernon 83 
Durant 250 Dalhart & 
Pawineka 204 || Paducah 26 |] COLORADO 794 
Pawnee Pampa 31 
' Picher 191 Seagraves 62 Colorado Springs 0 
Tahlequah 2 41 
Grand Junction 152 
Salida 0 
Alamosa 20 
Burlington i) 
| carer , 0 


See footnote at end of table. 


Table 11.-——- Number of new general hospital beds needed according to estimates besed upon selected standards for sug- 
gested hospital service districts, States, and the United States 1/ - Continued 


Estimated Eatimated Estimated 


State and district number of State and district number of State and district number of 
designations new beds designations new beds designations new beds 
needed needed needed 


COLORADO (Continued) UTAH OREGON 490 
Denver 0 Salt Lake City 171 Portland 0 
Boulder 0 Ogden Astoria te) 
Greeley 167 Price i Bugene 176 
Fort Collins 107 Provo 220 Klamath Falls 3 
Sterling 103 Cedar City ° Medford 62 
‘Glenwood Springs Richfield yi Pendleton 60 

Salen 116 
Pusdlo 0 Baker 67 
La Junta 76 || Pacific States: North Bend 0 
Trinidad ; . 79 The Dalles — 0 

Burns 0 
CALIFORNIA 
NEVADA 3 
Yresno 164 || WASHINGTON 1,477 
Reno 0 French Camp 0 
Blin 0 Merced 0 Seattle 709 
Ely 0 Modesto ie) Bellingham 0 
Las Vegas 3 Olympia 209 
Winnemucca fs) Los Angeles 2, B43 Port Angeles 0 
Hawthorne 0 San Bernardino 0 Vancouver 0 
San Diego 52 Wenatchee 8h 
Santa Barbara 0 Yakima 308 
NEW MEXICO 620 
Sacramento 181 Spokane “6 
Albuquerque a5 Chico 274 Walla Walla 0 
Hot Springs Red Bluff 66 Colfax 1a 
Las Vegas 7i Grase Valley 0 
Santa Fe 0 Westwood ie) 
Carlsbad 80 
Clovis 47 San Francisco to) 
Gallup 0 Eureka 0 
Raton 54 Salinas 0 
Roswell 70 San Jose 0 
Santa Rosa 0 


1/ Estimates of new general hospital bede needed represent deficits in the existing number as compared with those 
which would be required to neet certain selected standards in each hospital service district. The number of existing 
hospital beds was obtained by tabulating data published for individual general and allied special hospitals in the 
Journal of the American Medical Association, Vol. 121, Wo. 13, March 27, 1943. Federal hospitals other than those 
operated ty the Bureau of Indian Affairs were excluded. The estimates of beds needed were based upon the assumption 
of a minimum of 4.5 beds per 1,000 persons for all districts. It was assumed, moreover, that 0.5 beds per 1,000 
residents of a broad region would be located at the primary center; that in primary, secondary, and proposed-secon- 
dary districts, the remaining 4 beds per 1,000 would be distributed over the respective districts; and that in iso- 
lated districts, only 2.5 beds per 1,000 residents would normally be located within the district itself, while the 
remaining 1.5 beds per 1,000 would be distributed among the adjacent primary, secondary, and proposed-secondary 
districts. 

The sequence of States and districts in this table conforms with that followed in tables 1 - 10. 
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Appendix D = Table showing estimates of health centers needed 


Table 12.-- Estimated number of health centers needed for each State and for the United States, 


and their distribution by type 


State 


UNITED STATES 


Wew England States: 


Connecticut 
Maine 
Massachusetts 
Hew Hampshire 
Hhode Island 
Vermont 


Middle Atlantic States: 
New Jersey 
New York 
Pennsylvania 

East North Central States: 
Tllinois 
Indiana 


Wisconsin 


West North Central States: 


Towa 
Kansas 

' Minnesota 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Borth Dakota 
South Dakota 


South Atlantic States: 


Delaware 

District of Columbie 
Florida 

Georgia 

Maryland 

North Carolina 
South Carolina 
Virginia 

West Virginia 


East South Central States: 
Alabama 
Kentucky 
Mississippi 
Tennessee 


West South Central States: 


Arkansas 

Louisiana 

Oklahoma 
Texas 


Mountain States (Part I): 


Idaho 
Montana 
Wyoming 


See footnotes at end of table. 


All types 


14,279 


Bomber of health centers 


pps ah 
service 


Administrative 2/ 


~ 


PRPNKAE Ee 


i) 
Wo FoOUnarr 


VnNnna 


onr 


TT 


Eu 


wonwon 


Combination administrative 


and service 
Small cities 
and towns 


6,257 


Rural areas 


6 833 


“Gable 12.~— Estimated number of health centers needed for each State and for the United States, 
and their distribution by type - Continued 4 


AY 


BHurmber of health centers 


Mountain States (Part II): 


Arisona 53 
Colorado 59 
Wevada 9 
Hew Mexico 57 
Utah 19 


Pacific States: 


California 
Oregon 


¥ Administrative centers for cities of 25,000 or more persons. 
2 Weighborhood service centers for cities of 25,000 or more persons. 

3/ crema administrative and service centers for incorporated places of from 1,000 to 24,999 persons and for 
rural areas 
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